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HALL AND COZZENS, AND NAYLOR AND CO. Whole House, the Chair would have referred it to || 


Mr. GOODWIN, from the same committe, re- | ee of the Whole on the state of the 
sm a bill for the relief of Hall & Cozzens,and || Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope that 
Naylor & Co., which was read a first and second || this bill will be allowed to go to a Committee of | 
tme. j 2 a i 

Mr. GOODWIN. I ask the consent of the the Whole House, and take its chance with the | 


pra 4 | other bills. It is a meritorious case, 
House to put this billon its passage. Thesemen || My BRANCH. J insist on my point of order. 


entered into a contract with the proper officers of | The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot receive it || 


the Government for furnishing the Government || asa private bill. | 
with iron roofing and cornices forthe United States || 

JOHN L. ALLEN AND ASA R. CARTER. 

| 

j 


Government buildings at the capital of the Terri- | 
tory of Nebraska. They have fulfilled theircon- || Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Public 


tract, as appears from a communication which we || Lands, moved that the committee be discharged 


have received from the bh en || from the further consideration of Senate bill (No. |! 


which is embodied inthereport. They have been | 162) for the relief of John L. Allen and Asa R. | 

- Oe ew eerie of their contract, but || Carter, and that the same be referred to the Com- | 
efore it was finished the appropriation was ex- || mittee of Claims. 

hausted. This bill simply authorizes the Treas- | 

ury Department to pay what shall be found due || Mr. COBB. 

them. I hope there will be no objection. _—_|| for a poor man, which I am directed to report 
Mr. KELSEY. I object to putting this bill || fromthe Committee on Public Lands. I will ask 

upon its passage, and will object toany bill being || that it be put upon its passage. | 
ut.on its passage in this way, for the reasonthat || Mr. BARKSDALE. I object. 

it is doing great injustice to the cases which have 

been heretofore reported and placed upon the Pri- | GENERAL LA FAYETTE. 

vate Calendar, where a single objection will pre- || Mr. WALBRIDGE. I have a report to make, 

vent them from being reported. I want these || which I ask may be put on its passage. 

bills all to take the same course, and take their Mr. HOPKINS objected. 

chances together. Mr. WALBRIDGE then, from the Commit- 
Mr. GOODWIN. I appeal to my colleague to || tee on Public Lands, reported back Senate bill 

withdraw his objection. These men have per-| (No. 71) to amend an act entitled, ‘‘ An act to 

formed their contract, and have been without || authorize the relocation of land warrants Nos. 3, 

their pay ever since 1855. 4, and 5, granted by Congress to Gerieral La 
Mr. KELSEY. I cannot withdraw my objec- 

tion. || amendment; which was referred to a Committee | 
The bill was then referred to a Committee of || of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 

the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered || ing report, ordered to be printed. 


to be printed. BOOKS FOR A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. COBB. I ask to offer a resolution. There 


I have a small Senate bill here, | 


HENRY SMALLY. | 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the Commit- | 
tee on Commerce, made an adverse report og 
the memorial of Henry Smally; which was laid || 
on the table, and the report ordered to be printed. | 
SIMON DE VISSER. Several Members objected. 
Mr. EUSTIS, from the same committee, re- |, SHELDEN M’ KNIGHT. 
perves De Viewer and Josegh Vitlecabie, ee || Mr. ENGLISH, from the Committee on the 
Odineiin: tibiile enue, nedeaend-to o Crenmnittbe of || Post Office and Post Roads, made an adverse re- | 
the Whole Mhels, and ordarad to be printed || port on the petition of Shelden McKnight; which 
, . 


SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I am directed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back 
House bill (No. 538) for the relief of settlers on 





Large. The resolution authorizes the Clerk to sup- 
| ply them. They were lost during the recess. 


|| be printed. 
CHARLES H. MERCER. 
Mr. ENGLISH, from the same committee, 


|| Fayette, approved February 26, 1845,’ with an || 


are missing from the Library of the Committee || 
on Public Lands two volumes of the Statutes at || § 
| ing the assent of Congress to a late law of the 
| Missouri Legislature for the application of the 
| reserved two per cent. land fund of that State; 


|| was laid upon the table, and the report ordered to || 


} 
j 
} 
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PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 
Mr. ENGLISH. I ask the unanimous consent - 


| of the House to report a general bill, merely to 


have it printed and referred. It is a bill making 
appropriations for post offices, and other public 
buildings, &c. 

Mr. KELSEY. 1 object. 


SAMUEL H. WOODSON. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a joint resolution for the relief of 


|| Samuel H. Woodson; which was read a first and 


second time. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I ask that that res- 
olution may be put on its passage. 

Mr. KELSEY. Tf object. 

The resolution was referred to a Committee of 


paige & anil } the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 


to be printed. 
JOHN SCOTT AND OTHERS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Iowa, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back Senate bill (No. 118) for the 
relief of John Scott, Hill W. House, and Samuel 
O. House; which was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 
to be printed. 


JOHN KELLY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, from the samecom- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of John Kelly; 


| which was read a first and second time, and, with 
| the report, ordered to be printed. 





eortein leuda inthe Gate of Llincie. . Lenk. the made an adverse report on the petition of Charles 


unanimous consent of the House that the bill be || 41- Mercer; which was laid upon the table, and | 


put on its passage. | the report ordered to be printed. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. This bill has been || 
unanimously reported from the Committee on | Mr. ENGLISH, from the same committee, 
Public Lands. A similar bill was passed a few || made an adverse report on the petition of sundry 
days ago, for like settlers in Wisconsin. It is |; “7ens of Clark county, Ohio; which was laid 
recommended by the Commissioner of the Gen- |, UPOM the table, and the report ordered to be 
eral Land Office. It is necessary that it should || printed. 


pass. 
Mr. BRANCH. I make the point of order 


CITIZENS OF CLARK COUNTY, OHIO. 





GEORGE G. SMITH. 


BI P int | | Mr. ENGLISH, from the same committee, 
that this is not a oT: but a public bill. || made an adverse report on the bill (H. R. No. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is | 579) for the relief of Dr. George G. Smith, late 
not a private bill. vt" | postmaster at Atlanta, Georgia; which was laid 
Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope that || upon the table, and, with the report, ordered to 
all objection will be withdrawn, and that the bill || be printed. 
will be passed, \| 
Mr. HOPKINS. I object; and I shall object || AGLSE bu: POREER. 
to putting. any bill on its posene until all the | Mr. ENGLISH, from the same committee, 
committees have been called. My objection is not || re orted a bill for the relief of Allen L. Porter; 
directed specially against this bill. Some com- || which was read a first and second time, referred 
mittees have not been called for months. | toa Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. The bill passed for || the report, ordered to be printed. 
settlers in Wisconsin, a few days ago, was de- } LUCIEN B. ADAMS. 


cided to be a private bill. : 
The SPEAKER. Thatbill set out that it was | Mr, ENGLISH, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Lucien B, Adams, 








for the relief of Simon Drew and others. f 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I can make the title || executor of James Adams, deceased; which was 
of this bill read in the same way. | read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
The SPEAKER. If that bill had been read || mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 


through, instead of going to a Committee of the || ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN W. NYE. 


Mr. WARD, from the Committee forthe Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill for the relief of 


| John W. Nye; which was read a first and second 


time, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 
TWO PER CENT. FUND OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported back House bill (No. 303) giv- 


which was referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


AUSTIN E. SMITH. 


Mr. HOUSTON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Austin 
E. Smith, assignee of W. Wallace Ward; which 
was laid on the table, and the report ordered to 
be printed. 

NOTARIES PUBLIC. 


Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous consent, from 


| the same committee, reported back, with a rec- 


ommendation that it do not pass, an act (S. No. 
3) authorizing notaries public to take and certify 
oaths, affirmations, and acknowledgments in cer- 
tain casss; which was laid on the table. 


JOHN ROBERTSON. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of John 
Robertson, of Petersburg, Virginia; which was 
laid on the table, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 

EXPLANATORY RESOLUTION. 


Mr. BILLINGHURST, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, Senate resolution (No. 17) ex- 
planatory of a joint resolution giving an increased 
compensation to all the laborers employed in the 
Legislative and Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment in the city of Washington, approved 
August 16, 1856, and asked that it be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I wish to know if that ex- 
planatory resolution is the one referring to the 
compensation of messengers in the Post Office 
De ent? 

r. BILLINGHURST. It is. j 

Mr. ENGLISH. It ought not, then, to be laid 
upon the table. It ought to pass. The resolution 

proposes to put the messengers in the Post Office 
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Department upon the same footing with the 1 


messengers in the other Departments. It can be || 
amended, I presume, so as to make it satisfactory || 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin. i] 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. 
motion to la 

Mr. ENGLISH. If it is more satisfactory to || 
the House, I will move to refer the resolution to || 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, || 
which is the committee to which it properly be- || 
longs. 


I will withdraw my || 
it upon the table. 1] 





REPRESENTATIVES OF PIERRE AYOTT. 
Mr. CHAFFEE, from the same committee, | 





reported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- | 


|atives of Captain Pierre Ayott, a revolutionary | 
officer; which 

_referred to a Committée of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


was read a first and second time, | 





JAMES BELL. | 
Mr. CRAGIN, from the same committee, re- 


& ’ 
Mr. HOUSTON. There is more in that reso- || ported a bill for the relief of the heirs or legal 


lution than the distinct proposition to increase the || representatives of James Bell, late of Chambly, 


compensation of the messengers. It proposes to 
give a construction to a law by which you make 
three regular bureaus out of the offices of Assist- 
ant Postmasters in the Department. That will be 
the effect of its passage. 
Mr. KELSEY. Is debate in order? 
The SPEAKER. It is not. | 
Mr. KELSEY. Then I object to it. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee | 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


COSTS IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. BILLINGHURST, from the same com- 
mittee, made an adverse report on a resolution of | 
the House directing them to inquire into the ex- 
pediency of so amending the law regulating crim- 
inal prosecutions in courts of the United States 
that defendants shall be entitled to recover their 
costs in cases where the Government fails in the || 
prosecution, and the defendants are acquitted; 
and also on two memorials on the same subject; 


|in the Province of Lower Canada, deceased; | 
| which was read a first and second time, referred | 


to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with | 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHILDREN OF MRS. BAKER. 


Mr. CRAGIN, from the same committee, re- 
ge a bill for the relief of the children of the 
ate Mrs. Harriet de la Palm Baker, deceased, 
daughter and legal heir of the late Colonel Fred- 
erick H. Weissenfels, of the army of the Revo- 


| referred toa Committee of the Whole House, and, 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
HEIRS OF GIRARD WOOD. 
Mr. CRAGIN, from the same committee, re- | 
ported a bill for the relief of the heirs and legal | 


| 
} 
| 
1 
| lution; which was read a first and second time, | 
| 
' 


| representatives of Girard W ood, deceased; which | 
| was read a first and second time, referred toa | 


which were laid on the table, and the reports or- || Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 


dered to be printed. 
RICHARD D. ROWLAND. | 


Mr. READY, from the same committee, re- | 
| ported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
_atives of John Denman and George Townley; 


ported back Senate bill (No. 262) for the relief 
of the heirs or legal representatives of Richard 
D. Rowland and others, and asked that the same 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. COX objected. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 


Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to be | 


printed. 
GIDEON WALKER. 

Mr. COX, from the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Gid- 
eon Walker; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole House, | 


|| accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN DENMAN AND GEORGE TOWNLEY. 
Mr. CRAGIN, from the same committee, re- 


| which was read a first and second time, referred 


‘| toa Committee of the Whole House, and, with | 


| the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to || 


be printed. 
REPRESENTATIVES OF C. PORTERFIELD. 


Mr. COX, from the same committee, reported 
back, with a recommendation that it do pass, 


sentatives of Charles Porterfield, deceased; which 
was referred toa Committee of the Whole House, | 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JANET M’CALL. 

Mr. COX, from the same committee, reported | 
back, with a recommendation that it do pass, Sen- | 
ate bill (No. 130) for the relief of Janet McCall, | 
only child of Captain James McCall, of the rev- | 
olutionary area which was referred to a Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- | 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF ABRAHAM LIVINGSTON. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Abraham Livingston; which was read a first | 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- | 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported back, with arecommendation 
that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 30) for the relief 
of Ehzabeth Montgomery, heirs of Hugh Mont- 

mery; which was referred to a Committee of 

e Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CAPTAIN LEWIS MARNAY. 
Mr. CHAFFEE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the le 1 represent- 





atives of Captain Lewis Marnay; which was read 
a firet and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


& 
+. 


BRIGADIER GENERAL THOMPSON. 
Mr. CLAWSON, from the same committee, 


| 

‘| reported a bill for the relief of the legal represent- | 

| atives of Brigadier General John Thompson, de- 

/ ceased; which was read a first and second time, | 
| 


referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
SARAH MANDEVILLE. 
Mr. CLAWSON, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the relief of Sarah Mandeville; 


| which was read a first and second time, referred 





ittee t ith | 
Senate bill (No. 203) for the relief of the repre- || to 6 Geawnition Of Sab" Wwadie sr eee Sey 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
HEIRS OF ROBERT PAUL. 


Mr. CLAWSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Paul, a soldier of the Revolution; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. : 


CHILDREN OF COLONEL JOHNSTON. 


Mr. CLAWSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the orphan children 
of Colonel Philip Johnston; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF BARNARD DE KLYN. 


Mr. CLAWSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Barnard 
De Klyn; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN G. SEWELL. 


Mr. ATKINS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill forthe relief 
of John G. Sewell; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


J. H. SHEPPERD AND WALTER K. CALDWELL. 


Mr. ATKINS, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass, House bill (No. 390) for the relief of 


a 





| 
| 
| 
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J. H. Shepperd and Walter K. Caldwell, of Pike 


county, Missouri; which was laid upon the table 
and the report ordered to be printed. : 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. ATKINS, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the resolutions of the State 
of Tennessee in regard to postal laws; which wag 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. SANDIDGE, from the Committee on Prj- 
vate Land Claims, made adverse reports on the 
following petitions; which were severally laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed: 

The petition of George MoClachan; 

The petition of Samuel Delevan; and 

The petition of R. K. Smith. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICco, 


Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to confirm certain private land 
claims in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
report and accompanying papers, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. AMBROISE BROU. 


Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, 
or back Senate bill (No. 276) for the relief 
of Mrs. Ambroise Brou, of the parish of St. 
Charles, in the State of Louisiana; which was re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN E. EDWARD. 


Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, 
reported back Senate bill (No. 186) confirming the 
title of Benjamin E. Edward to a certain tract of 
land in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
referred to aCommittee of the Whole House, and, 
with the report, ordered to be printed. 


JEHU UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, 
reported back Senate bill (No. 129) to provide for 
the final settlement of the claims of Jehu Under- 
wood, in Florida; which was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole Houe, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. 


OLIVIA LANDRY. 

Mr. SANDIDGE, from the same committee, 
reported back Senate bill (No. 80) for the relief 
of the heirs and legal representatives of Olivia 
Landry; which was referred toa Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MISSOURI LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill to provide for the location of certain 
confirmed private land claims in the State of Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 


ABRAHAM STAPLES. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill granting bounty land to Abraham 
aples, heir-at-law of Tsaac Staples, a revolution- 
ary soldier; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. FENTON asked the consent of the House 
to put the bill on its passage. 

r. DEAN objected. 

The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SYLVESTER TIFFANY. 
Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill granting bounty land to Sylvester 
iffany, a private in the war of 1812; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
mitee of the Whole House, and, witli the report, 
ordered to be printed. 


HYMEN HODGES. 

Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported back the memorial of Hymen Hodges, and 
moved that the same be referred to the Commtt- 
tee on Public Lands. 

It was so ordered. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, pre- 
sented a number of adverse 3; which were 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 
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DANIEL WHITNEY. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- 

orted back Senate bill (No. 72) for the relief of 
Paniel Whitney; which was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. ; 


WILLIAM MARVIN. 


Mr. HAWKINS, from the same committee, | 


reported back Senate bill (No. 177) to confirm 

the claim of William Marvin to a title to lands in 

East Florida, and asked consent of the House to 
ut the bill on its passage. 

' Mr. DEAN objected. 

The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE M. GORDON. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back Senate bill (No. 83) to vest 
the title to certain warrants for land in George 
M. Gordon; which was referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

ELEAZER WILLIAMS. 

Mr. COLFAX, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back Senate bill (No. 166) for 
the relief of Eleazer Williams, and asked the 
consent of the House to put the bill on its pas- 


sage. 

“Mr. DEAN objected. 

The bill was then reported to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 
to be printed. 


HENRY W. JACKSON. 
Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the claim of Henry 


W. Jackson; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


MUNSEE INDIANS. 


Mr. RUSSELL, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the claim of the 
Munsee Indians; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WINNEBAGO CLAIMS. 


Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the petition of the Win- 
nebago claimants; which. was laid on the table, 
and the report ordered to be printed. 

J. B. THOMAS. 

Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report upon the joint resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa, upon the 
claim of J. B. Thomas and family; which was 
laid on the table, and the report ordered to be 
printed. 

CALIFORNIA WAR BONDS. 
Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, re- 


ported back House bill (No. 412) making an | 


appropriation for the payment of the bonds and 
certificates of the State of California for the pay- 
ment of expenses incurred in the suppression of 


Indian hostilities, with an adverse reportthereon. | 


The bill was laid on the table, and the report 
ordered to be printed. 
LIVINGSTON, KINCAID, AND COMPANY. 


Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, re- 
nen back Senate bill (No. 199) for the relief of 

ivingston, Kincaid, & Co.; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 


DAVID GORDON. 
Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, re- 


ported back Senate joint resolution (No. 21) for || 
the relief of David Gordon, and asked the consent | 


of the House to put it on its passage. 

Mr. KELSEY objected. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Ifthe gentleman will with- 
draw his ahinction to that resolution, I will be 
amiable for the balance of the session. It is a very 
meritorious case. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Let the res- 
olution . 
Mr. WALBRIDGE, I object. 
JACOB THOMAS. 


Mr. LEITER, from the same committee, re- 
Ported a bill for the relief of Jacob Thomas; 







] which was read a first and second time, referred 
|} to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with | 
| the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
KERR, BRIERLY, AND COMPANY. | 


| Mr. WOODSON, from the same committee, re- 

|| ported e bill for the relief of Kerr, Brierly, & Co., 

|| of Missouri; which was read a first and second | 

|| time, referred to a Committee of the Whole | 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- } 

|| dered to be printed. 

| J.B. BEAUGRAND. 


ported back Senate bill (No. 367) to provide for 


the payment of certuin California claims; which 
was referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
FRANCISCO ROBALDO. 
Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee, re- 


ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Francisco Robaldo, deceased; which was 
|| read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 


Mr. GREENWOOD, from the same commit- || panying report, ordered to be printed. 


|| tee, made an adverse report on the petition of the | 
|| heirs of J. B. Beaugrand; which was laid upon | 
|| the table, and the report ordered to be printed. | 
WILLIAM S. BRADFORD. 
Mr. QUITMAN, from the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- | 
| liam S. Bradford; which was read a first and sec- || 
| ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole || 
| House, and, with the accompanying report, or- | 
\| dered to be printed. 
| MRS. HARRIET 0. READ. 


Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, | 
|| reported back Senate bill (No. 226) for the relief 
of Mrs. Harriet O. Read, executrix of the late 
| Brevet Colonel A. C. W. Fanning, of the United | 
|| States Navy; which was referred to a Committee | 
|| of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
|| ing report, ordered to be printed. | 

THOMAS PHENIX, JR. 
| Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, | 
'| reported back Senate bill (No. 102) for the relief | 
‘| of Thomas Phenix, jr.; which was referred to 
||} a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
| accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
| EPHRAIM HUNT. 

Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, | 
|| ceported back Senate bill (No. 107) for the relief | 
| of Ephraim Hunt; which was referred to a Com- | 
| mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- | 
| panying report, ordered to be printed. | 
i MRS. AGATHA O'BRIEN. 
| Mr. QUITMAN, from the same committee, | 
‘| reported back Senate bill (No. 101) for the relief |! 
| of Mrs. Agatha O’Brien, widow of Brevet Major | 
|| J. O. J. O’Brien, late of the United States Army; | 
| which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
| House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
'| dered to be printed. 

CHARLES M’CORMICK. | 
Mr. LiARSHALL, of Kentucky, from the | 





| 


| 





same committee, reported back Senate bill (No. 
| 252) for the relief of Charles McCormick, assist- | 
|| ant surgeon United States Army; which was re- 
|| ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, | 
| with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
| printed. 





HORACE BROWN. 

|| Mr. BUFFINTON moved that the Committee 
|| on Military Affairs be discharged from the further 
|| consideration of the memorial of Horace Brown, 





|| and that the same be laid upon the table. 
In was so ordered. 


CAPTAIN J. L. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. BUFFINTON moved that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the further 
consideartion of the memorial of Captain J. L. 
Phillips, and that the same be laid upon the table. 

It was so ordered. 

UTAH VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved that 
| the Committee on Military Affairs he discharged 
| from the further consideration of the memorial of | 
| volunteer officers and soldiers of the army in 

|, Utah, praying compensation from Congress, and 

| that the same be laid upon the table. 


It was so ordered. 


JOHN 8. JONES. 
Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the ae of John 8. 
ones and William H. Russell, surviving part- 
ners of Russel! & Co.; which was laid upon the 
table, and the report ordered to be printed. 


CERTAIN CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 
Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, re- 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message was received from the Presidgnt of 


the United States, by Mr. J. B. Henry, his Pri- 


vate Secretary, notifying the House that he had 
approved and signed 

An act for extending the land laws east of the 
Cascade mountains in Oregon and Washington 
Territories; 

An act for the relief of Nancy Serena; and 

A joint resolution making appropriations to pay 
the expenses of the several investigating commit- 
tees of the House of Representatives. 


WIDOW OF LIEUTENANT HERNDON. 


Mr. SEWARD. I wish to report from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and put on its pas- 
sage, a joint resolution appealing to the patriotism 
and sympathies of every member here. It isa 
ya for the relief of the widow of Lieutenant Hern- 

on. 

Mr. DEAN. I object. 

Mr. SEWARD. ‘Then I will content myself 
by reporting back the resolution, and asking that 
it be put upon its passage. 

Mr.S. thereupon, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back a resolution (8. No. 32) 
for the benefit of the widow of Commander Lewis 
William Herndon, of the United States Navy. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | object to putting 
it on its passage. 

Mr. SEWARD. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr 
Horkws] both object. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and the bill and report ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. A. W. ANGUS: 


Mr. CORNING, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Mrs. A. W. Angus, 
widow of the late Captain Samuel Angus, United 
States Navy; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


ALBERT G. ALLEN. 

Mr. CORNING, from the same committee, re- 
ported back Senate bill (No. 277) for the relief 
of Albert G. Allen; which was referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. CARTER. 

Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back Senate resolution (No. 43) 
for the relief of Lieutenant John C, Carter, and 
asked that the same be put on its passage. 

Mr. KELSEY objected. 

The resolution was referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 
to be printed. 

HENRY ETTING. 

Mr. HAWKINS, from the same committee, 
reported back Senate bill (No. 301) for the relief 
of Henry Etting; which was referred to a Com- 


mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 


ordered to be printed. * 


ELIZA M. ARCHER. 

Mr. HAWKINS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Eliza M. Archer; 
which was read a first and second time, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 

PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. HAWKINS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of the president and 
directors of the Panama Railroad Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 
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JOHN G. TODD. ANTON L. C. PORTMAN. 


Mr. HAWKINS, from the same committee, | Mr. HOPKINS, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Captain John G. | reported back, with a recommendation that it 
Todd, late of the navy of Texas; which was read | do pass, Senate bill (No. 332) for the relief of 
a first and second time, and, with the report, or- || Anton L. C. Portman, which was referred to a 
dered to be printed. || Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 

COMMANDER THOMAS I. PAGE. | accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
TOWNSEND HARRIS, 


Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- || 
sorted back a bill (S. No. 159) for the relief of || Mr. HOPKINS, from the same committee, 
Sommander Thomas I, Page, United States || reported back, with an. amendment, Senate bill 
Navy; which was referred to a Committee of the | (No. 244) for the relief of Townsend Harris; 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to be || which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
printed. || House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
| dered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the same committee, re- 

orted adversely on the memorial of Jonas P. 

|| Levy; and the proceedings of citizens of Ander- 

'| son county, South Carolina, with reference to the 

EDWARD D. REYNOLDS. | seizure of the schooner Flirt; which were sever- 

Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- | ally laid upon the table, and the reports were or- 

orted back a bill (S. No. 132) for the relief of || 4¢ted to be printed. 

edward D. Reynolds; which was referred to a FRANCES ANN MACAULAY. 

Committee of the Whole House, and, with the | 

report, ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD W. MEADE. . 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- || “5 Ann Macaulay; which was referred toa Com- 
sorted back a bill (S. No. 221) for the relief of || mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
Richard W. Meade; which was referred toa Com- || P®" YE report, ordered to be printed. 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, || GEORGE W. LIPPITT. 


ordered to be printed. | Mr. BRANCH, from the same committee, re- 
F. M. GUNNELL, || ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- || ass, Senate bill (No. 140) for the relief of George 
orted back a bill (S. No. 253) for the relief of || W. Lippitt; which was referred to a Committee 
F. M. Gunnell, passed assistant surgeon in the || Of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
United States Navy; which was referred to a || ng report, ordered to be printed. 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the || LIEUTENANT MAURY. 


sapert, evdered to be printed. | Mr. BRANCH, from the same committee, re- 

DAVID D. PORTER. |, ported back, with a recommendation that it do 

Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, || P®SS, Joint resolution (No. 31) authorizing Lieu- 

reported back a bill (S. No. 295) for the relief of | tenant M. F. Maury to accepta gold medal award- 

David D. Porter; which was referred to a Com- | ¢d to him by the Emperor of Austria; and asked 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, || that it be put upon its passage. 

ordered to be printed. | The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 

| grossed, and read a third time; and, being en- 

WATCHMEN AT THE OBSERVATORY. | grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 

Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, 


and passed. 

reported a bill to increase the pay of watchmen at HEIRS OF HANNAH WILCOX. 
the United States Naval Observatory, at George- || 4 
town; which was read a first and second time, re- || | Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, and, || lutionary Pensions, made an adverse report on 
with the report, ordered to be printed. | the petition of the heirs of Hannah Wilcox; 

| which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 

DAVID MYERLE. 


printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill for the relief of David Myerle; | 
which was read a first and second time, referred to | 
a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the | 
report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM D. MOSELEY. 


Mr. WINSLOW, from the same committee, || 
reported back a bill (S. No. 172) for the relief of || 





THOMAS I. PAGE. 
Mr. BOCOCK, from the same committee, re- | 
orted back a bill (S. No. 160) for the relief of || 
homas I. Page; which was referred to a Com- || 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. 


reported back, with a recommendation that it do 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. PARKER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
be discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of the heirs of Simeon Bacon, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


JOHN SAWYER. 
Mr. PARKER, from the same committee, re- 





illiam D. Moseley; which was referred to a | ported a bill for the relief of John Sawyer, a sol- | 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 


dier of the revolutionary war; which was read a 
report, ordered to be printed. 


|| first and second time. 
Mr. PARKER. This soldier is one hundred 
JOHN A. FROST. . and three years old, and I hope that, in consider- 
Mr. WINSLOW, from the same committee, || ation of his great age, the House will put the bill 
reported back a joint resolution (S. No. 34) for || upon its passage. 
the relief of the legal representatives of John A. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
Frost; which was referred to a Committee of the || why he has never got a pension at the Pension 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to || Office? 
be printed. Mr. PARKER. The case is not one which 
comes under the general law. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to putting 
the bill upon its passage. 
The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


NOAH SMITH, 


Mr. JEWETT, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported back, with a recommenda- 
reported back, with a recommendation that it do || tion that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 240) for 
Peal represe bill (No. 134) for the relief of the || the relief of Noah Smith, late a private in the 








WILLIAM HUNTER. 

_Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam Hunter; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 


House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


J. E. MARTIN. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the same committee, 








resentatives of J. E. Martin; which was || Army of the United States, and moved that it be 
to a Committee of the Whole House, || laid upon the table,and that the report be printed. 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be Mr. MILLSON. I move that it be referred to 
printed. a Committee of the Whole House, and be or- 


pass, Senate bill (No. 223) for the relief of Fran- | 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








May 29, 


dered to be eee Courtesy to the Senate re. 








uires that the bill should be considered by the 
ouse. 


The motion was agreed to. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. JEWETT, from the same committee 
made adverse reports, on the following cases; ” 
Margaret McGuire, Caroline M. Hutchinson 
rah M. Yeates, Samuel Janney, Isaac W' 
Green, John Shaw, John H. Babb, and Cyreneus 
and C, Blacknow; which were severally laid on 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 
JEREMIAH PENDERGAST. 
Mr. JEWETT, from the same committee, re- 
rted back Senate bill (No. 116) for the relief of 
eremiah Pendergast, of the District of Colum. 
bia; which was refered to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 
JAMES H. GLANDING. 
Mr. JEWETT, from the same committee, re. 
orted back Senate bill (No. 292) for the relief of 
oe H.Glanding; which was referred to aCom- 


|| mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
Mr. BARKSDALE, from the same committee, | 


ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BREST. 
Mr. JEWETT, from the same committee, re- 
ported back Senate bill (No. 242) for the relief of 
| John Brest, a soldier of the war of 1812; which 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ELIZA MERCHANT. 


Mr. JEWETT, from the same committee, re- 
racy back Senate bill (No. 163) for the relief of 

rs. Eliza Merchant, widow of the late Brevet 
Captain Charles G. Merchant, of the United 
States Army; which was referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


CATHARINE HAMAR. 


Mr. JEWETT, from the same committee, re- 
ported back House bill (No. 559) for the relief 
of Mrs. Catharine Hamar, and asked the consent 
of the House to put the bill on its passage. 

Mr. KELSEY objected. 

Mr. JEWETT. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. This is a very merito- 
rious case. 

Mr. KELSEY. No, sir;1 cannot withdraw 
my objection. 

JOHN PURCELL. 
Mr. ROBBINS, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill granting an invalid pension to John 
Purcell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM B. THOMPKINS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill granting an invalid pension to 
illiam B. Thompkins; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 
GEORGE W. BEAN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill increasing the invalid pension of 
George W. Bean; whieh was read a first and 
second time, referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House, and,with the report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC ALLEN. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill increasing the pension of Isaac 
Allen, of Maine; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BURNS. 

sep ipso » from the some committee, 
re a bill granting an invalid pension ‘€ 
William Burns, ef Ohic, which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to be 
printed. 


SIMEON RECORD. : 
Mr. ANDERSON, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Simeon Record; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 
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ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports upon the following cases; || 
which were laid on the table, and the reports or- 
dered to be printed. | 

The petitions of Benjamin Yates, Sarah Brown, 
Mary Parker: Micajah Pickett, Michael O’Brien, | 
William Wright, Thomas Glasgow Samuel Boyn- | 
ton, Farle F’ Coon, Archibald A. Gibson, Alex- 
ander A. Morrow, John Tarlton, and Edward R. } 
Jones. ! 





—_—_— 





PAPERS REFERRED. | United States Army; and 


On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Invalid Pensions be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the memorials of 
the beirs of William Lomax and Jaques Charlant, and that 
the same be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary || 
Pensions. 


WEBSTER STEELE. 

Mr. ANDERSON, from the same committee, || 
reported back Senate bill (No. 291) for the relief | 
of Webster Steele; which was referred to a com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN PIPER. } 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the same committee, re- | 
orted a bill granting an invalid pension to John 
Dione: which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, || 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 


EMMA A. WOOD. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Emma A. Wood, 
widow of the late Brevet MajorGeorge W. Wood, | 
of the United States Army; which was read a | 
first and second time, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MARY SHIRCLIFF. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the same committee, re- | 
ported a bill granting a pension to Mary Shircliff; || 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with | 
the report, ordered to be printed. || 


THOMAS BERRY. 1} 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the same committee, re- || 
ported a bill for the relief of Thomas Berry; which || 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- || 
amined and found truly enrolled bills and joint || 
resolutions of the Senate of the following titles; || 
when the Speaker signed the same: | 

A resolution (No. 38) for the relief of John 
Grayson; 

: An act (No. 208) for the relief of Fabius Stan- 
ey; 

An act (No. 185) for the relief of Anna M. E. 
Ring, Louisa M. Ring, Cordelia E. Ring, and || 
Sarah J. De Lannoy; | 

An act (No. 338) for the relief of Caleb Sher- | 
man; 

An act (No. 145) for the relief of Brevet Major || 
James L. Donaldson, assistant quartermaster Uni- | 
ted States Army; 

Anact (No. 189) for the relief of Rufus Dwinel; |: 

An act (No. 106) for the relief of Elijah F. || 
Smith, Gilman H. Perkins, and Charles F. Smith; || 

An act (No. 330) for the relief of Stephen R. || 
Rowan; | 

An_ ct (No. 70) for the relief of John Dick, of | 
Florida; | 

An act (No. 74) for the relief of J. Wilcox | 
Jenkins; 

_ An act (No. 91) to continue a pension to Chris- | 
tine Barnard, widow of the late Brevet Major | 
Moses J. Barnard, United States Army; \j 

An act (No. 92) for the relief of Gonos A. | 
O’Brien; {| 

An act (No. 95) explanatory of an act entitled | 
‘An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman,” ap- | 
proved August 16, 1856; ! 

An act (No. 117) for the relief of William Allen, |, 
of Portland, in the State of Maine; 

An act (No. 96) for the relief of Susanna T. | 

» widow and administratrix of James Ma- | 
glenen, late of the city of Baltimore, deceased; 














ton, E. B. Babbitt, and James Longstreet, of the 


|| ther consideration of the memorial of David Fow- | 


|| James Smith; which was referred to a Commit-* 


|; Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


\|@eported a bill granting a pension to Jane Smith; 


| ing an invalid pension to John 


| while ago, to let a bill po for a man one hun- | 
age. 





Hand; 
An act (No. 35) for the reliefof Michael Kinny, | 
late a private in company I, eighth regiment Uni- 
ted States Army; ! 
An act (No. 67) for the relief of Jonas P. | 
Keker; 
An act (No. 52) for the relief of William B. | 
Trotter; 
An act (No. 59) for the relief of James G. Ben- | 


| 
| 


laudon. 
ISAAC SEYMOUR AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FLORENCE, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, made an adverse report on sundry 


| 
| 


An act (No. 81) for the relief of Laurent Mil- 


| claims of Isaac Seymour and others; which was || 


laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. | 
DAVID FOWLER. 


Mr. FLORENCE moved that the Committee || 
on Invalid Pensions be diccharged from the fur- | 


ler, Bristol, New Hampshire, and that the sanie || 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. || 

It was so ordered. 
JAMES SMITH. | 
Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, || 


reported back Senate bill (No. 302) for the relief of || 





tee of the Whole House, and, with the accompa- || 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 
LEMUEL WORSTER. 


Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, | 
reported back Senate bill (No. 294) for the relief || 
of Lemuel Worster; which was referred to a 


ABNER MORRILL. 

Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, |! 

reported back Senate bill (No. 335) for the relief 

of Abner Morrill; which was referred to a Com- 

mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

JANE SMITH. 
Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, 


which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL LOOKINGBILL. 
Mr. FLORENCE, from the same committee, 





made an adverse report on the petition of Daniel 
Lookingbill; which was laid upon the table, and 
the report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HOLLAND. 


Mr. FLORENCE. lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on invalid Pensions to report a bill grant- 
olland, of Ark- 
ansas. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask to put that bill on | 
its passage. This man is ninety-three years old. | 

Mr. KELSEY. I object. You refused, a little | 


dred and three years o 

Mr. FLORENCE. I did not. 

Mr. KELSEY. Somebody else did. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the | 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CONRAD DUVAL. 

Mr. BURNS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting an invalid pension to Con- 
rad Duval; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 








ABRAM CRUM. 

Mr. BURNS, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill granting an invalid pension to Abram 
Crum; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HENRY SNYDER. 


Mr. CASE, from the same committee, reported 
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An act (No. 136) for the relief of John B. i a bill for the relief of Henry Snyder, of Jefferson 
| county, Ohio; which was read a first and second 
time, referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 
| and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHNSTON WILLIAM SWIFT. 
Mr. CASE, from the same committee, reported 


a bill for the relief of Johnston William Swift; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


DANIEL HAY. 
Mr. CASE, from the same committee, reported 


| back Senate bill (No. 230) for the relief of the 
| legal representatives of Daniel Hay, deceased; 
which was referred to a Committee of the Whole 


House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. en oe ' 
ANTHONY CASLO. 
Mr. CASE, from the same committee, reported 
back Senate bill (No. 255) for the relief of An- 
thony Caslo, a soldier in the war of 1812; which 


| was referred toa Committee of the Whole House, 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
JOHN PICKELL. 

Mr. CASE, from the sume committee, reported 
back Senate bill (No. 328) for the relief of John 
Pickell; which was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. CASE, from the same committee, reported 
adversely on the following Senate bills; which 
were laid upon the table, and the reports ordered 


| to be printed: 


An - (No. 309) for the relief of John B. Mil- 
ler; an : 
An act (No. 267) for the relief of G, Alonzo 
Breast. 
JOHN ALLEN. 
Mr. CASE moved that the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions be discharged from the further 


| consideration of the petition of John Allen; and 


that leave be granted for the withdrawal of the 
papers, for presentation to the Pension Office. 
t was so ordered. 
ORESTES HUTCHINS. 


Mr. MORSE, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill granting an invalid pen- 


| sion to Orestes Hutchins; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN RANDALL. 

Mr. MORSE, of New York, from the same 
committee, reported a bill granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Nathan Randall; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

JOSEPH NOCK. 

Mr. REILLY, from the Committee on Patents, 
poses a bill for the relief of Joseph Nock; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD N. KENT. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryiand, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (S. No. 188) for 
the relief of Edward N. Kent; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the report, ordered to be printed. 


LYDIA FLETCHER. 

Mr. SAVAGE, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Lydia 
Fletcher; which was read a first and second time, 
and, with the report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD P. VOLLUM. 

Mr. SAVAGE, from the same committee, re- 

em back a bill (S. No. 336) for the relief of 


dward P. Vollum, with a recommendation that 
it do not 


The bill was laid upon the table, and, with the 
report, ordered to be printed. 
CHARLES KNAP. 
Mr. EUSTIS, from the Committee on Com- 
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merce, reported back a bill (S. No. 272) for the may affect the decision of the House, when it | 


relief of Charles Knap, and asked that the same 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. ELSEY objected. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to 
be printed, 


PUBLICATION OF CERTAIN DOCUMENTS. 


| 

Mr. PETTIT, from the Joint Committee on | 

the Library, reported a bill authorizing the col- 

lection aed yublication of certain public docu- 
ments; which was read a first and second time. 





Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Is that a } table. 


private bill ? 

Mr. PETTIT. 
mittee whether this should rank as a public or | 
a private bill; but, upon examination, it will ap- | 


THE 


| 
| 


| 


pear that it was initiated by a private memorial. || é ‘ hee 
‘The labor proposed to be done under it is pre- |) morning under a special order, which is not de- 
scribed to be done by particular individuals, and \| batable. This question, arising incidentally under 


on a particular subject. It is, therefore, I think, || it, comes under the same rule as an appeal after || 


| the previous question has been seconded. 


a private bill, 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair is of the same | 
opinion. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. It relates 
to the publication of certain documents, to wit: | 
the American State Papers; and proposes that the | 
work shall be done by gentlemen who have pub- 


lished them heretofore. It is pubhic work, not | 


predicated upon any claim which they have more || 


than any other persons. The bill involves the 


C 














comes to pass upon the bill; but it does not touch 


|| the question of order. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. A private bill is 
one relating to the claim of a private individual 
upon the Government. 

Mr. EDIE. I object to debate. 

Mr, MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Does the 
‘Chair overrule my question of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 


appeal. - 
PM. EDIE. 


I take an 
1 move to lay the appeal upon the 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Is the ap- 


it was not clear to the com- || peal debatable? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Why not? 


The SPEAKER. The House is acting this |! 


r. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. My prop- 


osition is, that this bill does not come under the | 
|| operation of the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. That is the point in contro- 
versy. If the Chair is wrong, and the House 


_ should so determine, then the bill will not be be- 


|| let us have the 


questions, first, whether we will have the work || 


done? and, secondly, by whom we will have the 
work done? 

The SPEAKER. The merits of the bill are 
not now under consideration. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 1 am show- | 
ing that it is not a private bill, and cannot, in the 
proper sense of the word, be considered as such. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if the 
gentleman will read the bill he will change his 
opinion, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Then I ask 
that the bill be read. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I make the 
point of order that that is not a prevate bill, and 
is not admissible under the resolution. 
work has not been provided for by any existing 
law. Itis a mere proposal of these persons. They 
have no claim upon the Government. There is 
no Jaw and no determination on the part of Con- 
gress to extend this publication; and certainly, | 


under the guise of a private bill, a proposal can- || 


not be brought in here by individuals to go on | 
and conduct a public work or publication that has | 
not been provided for by law. 

The SPEAKER. The mapenee of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky might be of weight when 
the question came up whether the bill should or | 
should not be passed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
make the point of order that it is not admissible | 
under the resolution under which we are acting. 

The SPEAKER, The bill provides for con- 


This || 


Well, 1 || 


tracting with certain persons named for certain || 


books, It does not propose to go into the mar- | 
ket. It is not general in its character; it is spe- | 
cial, restricting the contract to particular individ- 
uals; and if that does not make it a private bill, | 
the Chair cannot imagine what woald. 


Mr. STANTON. It strikes me that the idea |! 


obligation on the part of the Government. 

The SPEAKER. And is not this a proposal 
to enter into an obligation on the part of the Goy- | 
ernment to particular persons? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly; but that does not | 
make it a private bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


| 
| 
of a private bill is where there is some liability or 


I wish to say, in 
addition to what the gentleman from Kentucky 
has said, in relation to the point of order, that 
this is no claim. Thereis eothing to base the bill 
upon; and it seems to me that it is not a private 
one, even though the contract is to be made with 
private individuals. It is for the general purposes 
of the Government, and I cannot see how it can 
possibly be construed to be a private bill. Weare 
trying to reduce this printing business, and here 
isa ition which involves an expenditure of 
half a million of dollars or more. 

The SPEAKER. That may all be true; and 


yet it does not affect the question of order. It | 


| 


fore the House at all. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Very well; 
uestion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 


| tucky objects to the bill being received as a pri- 


vate bill. The bill proposes that the Committee 
on the Library shall be directed to contract with 
the publishers of the first series of State Papers, 
going on to specify the number of volumes and 
the price to be paid. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Which is 


| not authorized by law. 


_ 


The SPEAKER. Of course, there is no law. 
This bill proposes to createalaw. The Chair 
decides that the bill isa private bill, and from 
that decision the gentleman from Kentucky ap- 
peals. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. 


The SPEAKER, It refers to the publishers 


of the first series as specifically as if they. were || 


named. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 


the table. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken; and the appeal was | 


laid upon the table. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


question of order upon the bill. I ask if this 


question has ever been referred to the Committee || 


onthe Library? And if it has not, I ask by 
what authority they have brought this bill here? 

Mr. PETTIT.. I will answer the gentleman 
from Tennessee that this matter was presented to 


the House by the memorial of Messrs. Gales & 


Seaton, then referred by the House to the Joint 
Committee on the Library, and in pursuance of 
such reference, is now reported back by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to lay the 
bill upon the table; and upon that motion I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 


The motion to lay upon the table was disagreed | 


to. 
The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing resolution, to which, I presume, there will be 
no objection: 

Resolved. That after the Calendar shall be called through, 
and all cases not objected to are disposed of, the Calendar 
shall be again called, and five minutes shall be allowed for 
debate on each bill and any amendments that may be of- 
fered, and five minutes against each bill and amendments; 
and the committee shall then proceed to vote upon the bill 
and pending amendments, without further debate. 

A Memper objected. 

Mr. ST N. I move to end the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will that be in 
order under the resolution which was adopted 
this emit ; ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
- resolution conflicts with that which passed the 

ouse this morning. 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I would inquire if the bill || 
indicates the individuals who are to do the work? | 


I demand the yeas | 
and mr on the motion to lay the appeal upon | 


I raise another | 
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Mr. MILLSON. I wish to inquire if the effect 
of the resolution which the gentleman from Ohio 
piapnees to offer is that when the Calendar shal] 





have been called over the bills are to be taken y 
| in their order, and disposed of upon merely five 
minutes’ discussion? 
Mr. STANTON. That is the effect. 
Mr. MILLSON. Well, sir, it seems to me un- 
necessary. When we go into committee and take 
up the bills for discussion, we can rise upon each 
| particular bill and close debate. 
| Mr.STANTON, If we have to rise to close 
debate upon each particular bill, we shall not get 
‘through with more than three cases in the course 
|| of the i7. 

| Mr. MILLSON., I want to see what cases are 
. come up, before I consent to close debate upon 
| them. 

Mr.STANTON. I think any bill on the Cal- 
endar may be explained in five minutes to the sat- 
| isfaction of any gentleman. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. At the request of gentlemen 
around me, I will withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I move that the rules be sus- 
| pended, and that the House resolve itself into a 
| Committee of the Whole House upon the Private 
| Calendar. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I appeal to the 
| gentleman to withdraw the motion for a moment, 
to enable me to submit a resolution. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I cannot. 
|| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
|, suspend the rules ? 
he SPEAKER. If the motion of the gentle- 
| man from Massachusetts should be voted down, 
and the gentleman from Virginia should get the 
|, floor, it would then be in order for him to move 
|| to suspend the rules. 
|| Mr. Cuarrer’s motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
| resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole 
| House, (Mr. Cuarree in the chair,) and proceed- 
|ed to the consideration of the Private Calendar. 
} Under the order of the House, the bills were read 
over in their order, and such as were not objected 
_to were laid aside to be reported to the House. 


CYRUS H. M’CORMICK. 


An adverse report (C.C. No. 11) upon the pe- 
@iition of Cyrus H. McCormick. (Objected to by 
Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois.] 


WILLIAM NEILL, AND OTHERS. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 10) upon the pe- 
| tition of William Neill, and others. [Objected to 
| by Mr. Wasusurye, of Illinois. } 


| CHARLES J. INGERSOLL. 

A bill (H. R. No. 197) for the relief of Charles 
[Objected to by Mr. Ketsey.] 
HENRY LEEF AND JOHN M’KEE. 

‘|| A bill (H. R. No. 206) to indemnify Henry 
| Leef and John McKee for illegal seizure of a cer- 


|| tain bark. [Objected to by Mr. Smire, of Vir- 
| ginia.} 








Is it in order to 








| J. Ingersoll. 





WILLIAM HEINE. 


A bill (H. R. No. 219) for the relief of William 
| Heine, artist in the Japan expedition. , 
The bill directs that there be paid to William 
|| Heine, artist of the late Japan expedition under 
| Commodore Perry, compensation at the rate of 
$1,800 per annum during the time he was actually 
employed in such service; provided the amount 
already paid him as master’s mate on said expe- 
dition be deducted therefrom. ; 
Mr. Smir#, of Virginia, objected to the bill; but 
subsequently withdrew his objection. ; 
From the report it appears that William Heine 
entered and served as a master’s mate, under 
Commodore Perry, on the Japan expedition, from 
August 1, 1852, to April 25, 1855; that, while thus 
employed, he performed the duties of artist to the 
expedition, and, in that capacity, prepared very 
many of the illustrations of the report of the 








work called for by Congress. During the whole 
of his service in the ity of master’s mate, 
as appears from the papers from Commodore 
Perry and Lieutenant Maury, he ‘‘ was exclu- 
sively employed as the principal artist of the ex- 
pedition, in which capacity he evinced superior 
talents, and elicited the entire approbation of the 
expedition;’’ and, since his 
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return to the United States, has béen of great ser- 
vice to the hydrographical work of the expedition 
in sketching headlands, topography,” &c., and 
in drawing and superintending the publication of 
the illustrations to the report on the same. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIPHALET BROWN, JR. 


A bill (H. R. No. 220) for the relief of Eli- 
halet Brown, jr. [Objected to by Mr. Sura, 
of Virginia. ] 
KATHARINE K. RUSSELL. 


A bill (H. R. No. 223) for the relief of Kath- 
arine K. Russell. [Objected to by Mr. Samira, 
of Virginia. 

Mr. HAWKINS. I move that the committee 
rise. There is no use in sitting here when objec- 
tions are made indiscriminately. It is worse 
than puerile. f 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
not agreed to. 


CHARLOTTE BUTLER. 


A bill (H. R. No. 226) for the relief of Char- 
lotte Butler. [Objected to by Mr. Smirn, of Vir- 

inia. 
: Ms. CURTIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Virginia whether he intends to object 
to all of the bills upon the Calendar? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will answer that 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. NICHOLS. I move that the committee 
rise. When one member sets himself up against 
the whole House, it is no use for us to go on. 


The question was taken; and the committee || 


refused to rise. 


JOSEPH M. PLUMMER, ETC. 


A bill (H. R. No. 227) for the relief of Joseph 
M. Plummer and Mary R. Plummer, minor chil- 


dren of Captain Samuel M. Plummer. [Objected | 


to by Mr. Smiru, of Virginia.]} 

Mr. NICHOLS. I move that the committee 
rise. The last four bills have been objected to 
by one gentleman. It is useless to go on, if all 
the bills are to be objected to. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman wants to ob- 
jon let him go on. The responsibility is with 
iim. 

The committee refused to rise. ’ 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish to submit a 
of order in regard to objections. I understand 
that this is not objection day under the rules, but 
only by virtue of the resolution passed by, the 
House. Now, two thirds of the House consented 


to suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing | 
that resolution, but there was not a two-thirds | 


vote for the passage of that resolution. I submit 
the point that a majority vote 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no juris- 
diction of the question. Debate is out of order. 
Mr. HUGHES. Can a majority of the House 
make this objection day over the rules? That is 
the question. 


e HENRY TAYLOR. 


A bill (H. R. No. 228) for the relief of Henry 
Taylor. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] 


SAMUEL GOODRICH, JR. 


A bill (H.R. No. 229) for the relief of Samuel 
Goodrich, jr. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 

lace the name of Samuel Goodrich, jr., of New 

ork, upon the roll of invalid pensioners, and to 
pay him a pension, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, during his natural life, to commence on 
the Ist of January, 1856. 

It appears from the report that in September, 
1814, Mr. Goodrich entered the service of the 
United States, in the militia, in Oswego county, 
New York, and marched to Sackett’s Harbor, 
New York. There, in camp, he was exposed to 
the hardships of a soldier; destitute of barracks, 
exposed to the wet, sleeping on the wet ground, 
he was seized with the prevailing camp distemper, 
which soon. became a bilious fever and inflam- 
matory rheumatism, which caused the formation 
of many tumors upon his body and limbs, that 





were often lanced—resulting finally in the forma- 
tion of an abscess on the left hip, injuring the hip- 
Joint, contracting of the muscles, shortening of 





uestion | 











the left leg, making it almost useless, attended || Secre 


with extreme pain. On reaching home, he was | 
confined to his bed or room one year and a half; 
and since that day he has continued a cripple, 
unable to perform hard labor, with adionind hip | 
incurable, and without hope of improvement. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY BENNETT. 
A bill (H. R. No. 230) for the relief of Mary 


Bennett. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of Mary Bennett, who is the 
widow of the late Captain Charles W. Bennett, 
of the United States revenue service, who died 
June 15, 1855, from disease caused by extraor- 
| dinary exposure in the line of his duty while en- 
gaged in the revenue service, on the pension roll, 
ata compensation of thirty dollars per month, 
commencing with the 15th of June, 1855, and to 
| continue oer during her widowhood, and after 
her death or intermarriage to be paid to her chil- 
dren until they, respectively, arrive at the age of 
sixteen years, agreeably to the provisions of the 
act of August 11, 1848. 

Mr. LETCHER. That bill goes back to 1855. 
I move to amend by inserting, in lieu of that pro- 
vision, that the pension shall commence with the 
date of the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

It appears from the report that Mary Bennett 
is the widow of Charles W. Bennett, deceased, 
| late a captain in the United States revenue ser- 
| vice. Captain Bennett was commissioned as lieu- 
| tenant in that service April 10, 1839; served at 
| various stations on the Atlantic coast until the 





| spring of 1850, when he was ordered to the San 
| Francisco station, to which he repaired on the 


| he was transferred to the revenue brig Lawrence, 
'and remained thereon doing active duty, under 
Captain Douglass Ottinger, until November 25, 
| 1851, when the brig was wrecked and lost. Up 


or robust person in the service. 


erty from the vessel. The weather was inclement, 
and he was much exposed in the water. From 
that time his health was broken and declined. He 
returned from San Francisco in 1852, under the 
care of Captain Webster, and during the voyage 
his health failed so rapidly that Captain Webster 
did not expect him to survive long enough to reach 
home. e reached home; and, from illness, was 
excused from duty until August 9, 1853, when he 
was so far restored as to be ordered to the Wil- 
| mington station, and attached to the cutter For- 
ward. In January, 1854, he was dispatched, in 
| command of the Forward, in search of the sur- 
| vivors of the wreck of the steamer San Francisco. 
From a report of that cruise, made by Captain 
Bennett to the collector of customs of the Dela- 
| ware district, January 24, 1854, it appears that he 
| was sent to sea with but one officer, to wit, a third 
lieutenant; that this officer, though of unexcep- 
tionable character, was too inexperienced to a 
left in charge of the deck during such severe 
weather as was encountered, and that nearly one 
| half of the crew were disabled and sick the greater 
| part of the time. Thus it became necessary that 
Captain Bennett should keep the deck 
| Snow and rain, and in so doing he contracted a 
| severe cold from which he never recovered. After 
his return he had frequent hemorrhage of the 
lungs, which rendered ia incompetent to dis- 
charge the duties of his office, and of which he 
died on the 15th of June, 1855. 
The bill, as amended, was laid aside to be re- 
| ported to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 


SYLVANUS BURNHAM. 


A bill (H. R. No. 233) for the relief of Sylva- 
nus Burnham. 

The bill directs the Secretary of War to place 
the name of Sylvanus Barnham upon the roll of 
invalid pensioners, and cause to be paid to him 
eight dollars per month, commencing from end 
after the 14th of November, 1850, and to continue 
during his natural life. 

Mr. LETCHER. That bill provides that the 











| bark Polk, as first lieutenant. After his arrival, | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


| to this time, as is testified by Captain Webster, || 


of War shall put Sylvanus Burnham on 
the pension roll. I move to strike that out, and 
insert, in lieu thereof, that the Secretary of the 
Interior be so directed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LETCHER. That bill also goes back to 
1850, nearly eight. years. I move to strike chat 
out, and to provide that the pension shall com- 
mence with the passage of this act. 

Mr. CASE. In all instances, I believe, it has 
been the rule to provide that the pension shall 
commence when the proofs in the case were com- 
pleted. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the proof was completed 
then, there have been seven or eight sessions of 
Congress since, and it seems to me it ought to 
have been reached in one of them. If the amend- 
ment is objected to, I shall object to the bill. 

Mr. CASE. I do not object. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

It appears from the report in this case, that Syl- 
vanus Burnham was a private soldier in the Indian 
war, under General Wayne, for three years from 
February 28, 1792, and was honorably discharged. 
While engaged in the discharge of his duties as 
such soldier he was injured by the explosion of 
a canister of powder. By this explosion his face 
was burned, and his eyes nearly ruined. So se- 
riously was his sight impaired, thet for the last 
forty years, he has been unable to read. He had 
received no pension, nor evena bounty land war- 
rant, at the date of his application. 

The bill as amended, was then laid aside to be 
reported to the House, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

JOHN HOPPER. 


A bill (H.R. No, 236) for the relief of the heirs 


| of John Hopper. [Objected to by Mr. Smirn, of 


| Virginia.] 
JOHN A. HOPPER. 
A bill (H. R. No. 237) for the relief of the heirs 


of John A. Hopper. [Objected to by Mr. Smrrn, 
| of Virginia. ] 


RICHARD TARVIN. 





| of the bark Polk, there was not a more healthy 

On the night of || 
the wreck he engaged actively on the beach, and || 
in the water, in saving valuable Government prop- || 


A bill (H. R. No. 238) for the relief of the heirs 
of Richard Tarvin. 

The bill requires the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to the heirs of Richard Farren, alias Rich- 
ard Tarvin, who was a friendly Creek Indian in 
| the war of 1813 and 1814, the sum of $600, for 
| losses sustained by him during that war. 

The report states that Richard Tarvin, alias 
| Richard Farren, was a friendly Creek Indian, in 
| the war between the United States and his tribe, 


| in 1813-14, and sustained loss by the depredations 


| of the hostiles to the extent of $600, as reported by 
| General D. B. Mitchell, the agent of the Federal 
| Government; that, by the treaty negotiated with 
the Creek tribe of Indians at the close of the war, 
the United States guarantied indemnity to those 
Indians who had remained friendly to our cause, 
for whatever property they had lost during the war 
| by the common enemy. Claims were presented 
against the Government for such losses, on the part 
of the friendly Creeks, amounting, in the aggregate 
to $195,417 99, all of which has Seen provided for 
and paid by Congress. In addition to the claims 
embraced in the above amount, a supplemental 
abstract of claims was presented by General 
Mitchell in favor of six other friendly Creek In- 





uring | 


| 


| these latter claimants is found the name of Rich- 
ard Farren, alias Richard Tarvin, and his dam- 
ages were assessed at the sum of $600. Of the half 
dozen claimants included in the supplemental ab- 
stract of General Mitchell, 45,925 were a to 
Peter Randall in an act passed by the Thirty- 
Third Congress. The claims of Arthur Sigemond, 
for $1,420, and of John Simmance, for $1,163 
were provided for in the Indian appropriation bill 
of last Congress. The committee saw no good 
reason why the claim of Richard Farren, alias 
Richard Tarvin, through his legal representatives, 
should not also be liquidated. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 

to be reported to the House, with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 


ZINA WILLIAMS. 
A bill (H. R. No. 239) for the relief of Zina 
Williams. 


The bill directs that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior place the name of Zina Williams, of New 


| dians, amounting, altogether, to $9,770. Among 
| 


Stine We ee Bede ela 


sito 


ee 


oe nah cheesree 


Paice t 


o £ ; 
VE - are 
peer etter eel ake aia 





“ 


> s 
ere 


hen ions 


ee — ame ga EE 
Bs Sh aeoe ig ae ap nana hn Vailas) eee 


spite Bea ats A SIP AT IE ES: 


<= 


in 
Cy pete. Is 


SG Rg 
ae 
= 


a 


Z 


PER Ee sae ene: + ale RENE RUS. 1 carter Sa 


Fa 





1 nd R iin a 
” “4 —_— ‘ F Pa} rT ef -— <2 see . 
I ON a ATER NIE i. iy masta n te se . isaainealed e 


ee ee ene 


ee 


~ 


“—* 


2520 


eS ee ee 


York, upon the invalid pension list, at the rate of i worth ten dollars 


om dollars per month, commencing on the 4th 
= December, 1855, to continue during his natural | 
life. 

It appears from the report that the poner 
was called into the service in the war of 1812, in 
September, 1814, from Montgomery county, New 
York, and marched to Sackett’s 
York, where he was on duty, without shelter, 
sleeping (if it all) upon the ground; sickness pre- 
vailed in canip, and on the Ist of October, 1814, 
he was taken sick of the prevailing camp disease 
and was sent to the hospital, where he was at- 
tended by two surgeons; his sickness settled into | 
a fever; his friends sent for him; with difficulty | 
carried him home ona bed; he was confined to his | 
bed eighteen months, the fever concentrating in | 


arbor, in New | 


his left hip, causing great pain and contraction of || 


the muscles, resulting in almost the entire loss of | 
the use of the left leg; the disability continuing | 
from that time to the present, and of a neture in- | 
curable; that he is a farmer, a sober, temperate, | 
prudent man, and is clear from any charge of im- 
pradence or exposure as the cause of the contin- 
uation of his disability. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 149) upon the | 
petition of the claimants of the brig General Arm- 
strong. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that that 
case be reported to the House with a recommend- || 














r ton. 
the United States district court; and the evidence 
| on file, which makes this case, was taken contra- 
| dictorily with the United district attorney, and 
| would, between individuals, have given the plain- 
| tiffs a judgment for $2,000; but the case was dis- 
| missed upon an exception, which was, that the 
Government could not be sued; whereupon the 
parties — to Congress for redress; and, on 
the 15th cember, 1846, the case was referred 
to the Committee of Claims, and referred to the 
same committee again on the 17th December, 
1847; that on the 30th March, 1848, a bill was re- 
ported to this House for $2,000, accompanied by 
a report from Mr. Rockwell; that the report and 
bill was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and recommended by 
the committee to the House for passage, but was 
not reached. The papers were again referred to 
the Committee of Claims on the 23d of January, 
1850; and on the 13th of February following, a 
report was made from that committee by Mr. 
Nelson, with a bill for the relief of the parties, 
which report and bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
reported back with a recommendation that it do 
pass the House; that the report of the committee 
was not finally acted on. The bill went to the 
Speaker’s table, and was not reached. 

No objection being made, the bil was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


NANCY D, HOLKAR. 
A bill (H. R. No. 249) for the relief of Nancy 


ation that the report of the Court of Claims be || D. Holkar. 


concurred in. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to amend that motion |) 
by moving that the case be referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would inquire whether 
it has not already been referred to some commit- 
tee? 

Mr. CLAY. 

By unanimous consent the report was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


BENJAMIN F. HALL. 

A bill (H. R. No. 244) for the relief of Benja- 
min F. Hall. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will state to the committee || 
that this claim has been settled by the Depart- || 
ment, and I have just received a draft for it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it be laid 
upon the table. 


A. BAUDOWIN AND OTHERS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 245) for the relief of A. Bau- | 


douin and A. D. Roberts. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected; but sub- 
sequently withdrew his objection with the under- | 
standing that the yeas and nays should be taken 
in the House on the passage of the bill. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not | 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,000 to A. | 
Baudouin aah. D. Roberts, in full compensation 
for the damages sustained by them arising from 


by a steamboat in the service of the United 
States. 

The petition states that the petitioners have, by | 
proper proof, satisfied the committee that they | 
were, on the 2ist of March, 1846, owners of a flat- | 
boat of ice, containing two hundred and twenty 
tons, which boat, loaded with ice, had on that 
day been towed down to the landing in the first 
municipality in the city of New Orleans, set apart 
to them by the wharfinger; that just before she | 
was properly fastened to the wharf, and whilst | 
their boat was tied to another boat, the name of | 


which is not given in the proof, but declared by | 


the petitioners to be schooner Commerce, Captain | 
Pierce, she was run into by the steamer Colonel | 
Harney, then in the service of the United States, | 
and commanded 2 the officers of the Govern- | 
ment. The proof shows that the Colonel Harney 
was under a heavy pressure of steam; and that 

the act was apparently the result of great careless- | 
ness or wantonly mischievous, whereby the pe- | 
titioners lost the boat, which was sunk, and the | 
ice, valued at $2,000; the proof is that there was | 
two hundred and twenty tons, end that it was 


senate ee ee 


é 


| the Indian agent of the Government. 
| the case—if they chose to go and de 


|| the transaction of their business. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. This bill was 





Claims under a deception. The committee have 
discovered facts which authorize them to ask the 
| committee to report it back to the House, with a 
| recommendation that it be recommitted to the 


|| Committee on Military Affairs. 
It has not been. | 


MARY JEMISON, 
A bill (H. R. No. 252) for the relief of Mary 


| Jemison, deceased. 


The bill and report were read. 
Mr. LETCHER. Ido not want to object to 


| this bill if it is right, but I do not think it is. I 
| understand that the parties named in this bill had 


some money coming to them upon a mortgage, 
and that they deposited evidence of that sum with 
If that be 
sit money 
with the Indian agent—it strikes me that the Gov- 


| ernment is under no more obligation to pay it than 


Tam; and if Congress ever passed a bill to pay the 
sum, I think they did wrong. 
Mr.GREENWOOD. Thecommittee of which 
I am a member has a number of times reported 
in favor of this bill. One ground on which they 
reported it was, that the Indians have a right to 
rely upon the Government agent, appointed for 
In addition to 
| that, Congress heretofore passed a bill to pay this 
_money, but the Government, in paying it, paid it 
to the wrong party. The committee thought that 
| inasmuch as the Government had originally ac- 


the alakiing of @ Bat-boat of ice, at, New Odeans, | knowledged its liability, and having made an ap- 


| propriation for it heretofore, which was paid out 
| to a wrong party, the Government was, in good 
| faith, bound to pay the money to the parties en- 
| titled to it. 

| Mr. LETCHER. Ido not hold to the doc- 
| trine that if the Government has an agent, and a 
peer chooses to deposit money with him, we are 
liable to pay it. I must object to the bill. 


JOHN J. BULOW. 


A bill (H. R. No. 253) for the relief of the heirs 
| of John J. Bulow, jr., deceased. 
| The bill was wn 
_. Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. This bill 
has been before the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. Itappears that the claim is for $83,000; that 
$20,000 of it was for crops destroyed by the ene- 
my, and the remainder for other property which 
this man lost, as sworn to by several witnesses. 
| The bill vt a to reduce that remaining sum of 
| $63,475 down to $49,175. I think if we are going 
| to pay adebt we ought to pay it according to the 
testimony. I therefore move to amend the bill b 
| striking out **$49,175,’’ and inserting ** $63,475. °’ 
| Mr. GREENWOOD. I would ask the gentle- 
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man whether his amendment would not allow 
consequential damages in addition to the loss of 


Pe te 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. No, sir, it 
allows exactly what was sworn to as items of ac. 

| count, and nothing more. 

| Mr. RUSSELL. I shall object to the bill if that 
amendment is adopted. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Rather than 
rob these persons entirely, I will withdraw the 
amendment; but I think the bill does great wrong. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would like to know some. 
thing more about this bill, and I object to it. 


THOMAS PHENIX, JR. 


A bill (H. R. No. 255) for the relief of Thomas 
| Phenix, jr., late paymaster’s clerk in the service 
of the United States. 
Mr. QUITMAN. There is a Senate bill lower 
down on the Calendar which is precisely the 
; same as this. I ask that this bill be laid aside, 
_and the Senate bill taken up. 
| There being no objection, the bill was passed 
| over, and Senate bill (No. 102) for the relief of 
| Thomas Phenix, jr., was taken up. 
|__ The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
War to pay Thomas Phenix, jr., during the time 
he was acting as paymaster’s clerk, three dollars 
a day, deducting therefrom the salary of $500 per 
annum already received by him. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was laid 
aside, to be reported to the House. 

Mr. LETCHER. I understand that that man 
was an officer, whose pay was fixed by law. We 
have had a good deal of fuss here about going 
back and giving pay. I think this isa good place 
to stop it; and I object to the bill. 

Mr. QUITMAN. I would say to the gentle- 
| man from Virginia that this man was not an offi- 
cer in the Army. He was employed as a pay- 
| master’s clerk at a fixed salary, but shortly after 
he was thus employed, a law passed fixing the 
pay of clerks, to be hereafter employed, at three 
dollars a day. He now asks that he may receive 
the same pay which others have received for sim- 
| ilar services. 

Mr. LETCHER. He was a clerk, and his sal- 
ary was fixed by law at the time he took the place. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I make the point of order 
that the objection of the gentleman from Virginia 
comes too late. The bill had been laid aside to 
be reported to the House when he made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The bill has been laid aside to be 
reported to the House, and the objection of the 
gentleman from Virginia comes too late. 


AUGUSTUS J. KUHN. 


A bill (H. R. No. 258) for the relief of Augus- 
tus J. Kuhn. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Augustus J. Kuhn, of Pennsy!- 
vania, upon the invalid pension list, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month, commencing on the 
25th of July, 1856, and to continue during his 
natural life. 

It appears, from the report of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, that the petitioner in this cage 
was called into the service in the war of 1812, 
then a resident of Pennsylvania; that he marched 
with his company to Baltimore, Maryland, where 
he was stationed. At this time he was a hardy, 
healthy person, capable of endurance; but the 
camp life ofa soldier, exposed as he was to cold, 
rain, and sleeping upon wet straw and in wet 
clothing, he took a violent cold, so severe as to 
lay him down sick; which settled in his head, 
making him almost distracted; causing severe 
pains in his head and ears, and confused noise and 
partial deafness; all of which increased upon him, 
affecting his whole nervous system, and prostrat- 
ing him altogether; that he continues in this low 
situation, only failing and becoming more pros- 
trated, his deafness increasing with his weakness, 
until he became totally deaf, or so far so that he 
could only hear through an ear-trumpet, and, at 
times, but partially even then—with his constitu- 
tion so shattered as to be hardly able to walk. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

HECTOR ST. JOHN BEATLEY,. 


A bill (H. R. No. 262) for the relief of Hector 
St. John Beatley. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, 
of Tennessee. ]} 
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HENRIETTA 8. CLARK. | 

A bill (H. R. No. 263) for the relief of Hen- | 
rietta S. Clark. pee | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire | 
if this widow has not now a pension under the 
general law? 

The CHAIRMAN. She has. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is a bill 
from the Senate now on the Speaker’s table to 
extend these pensions during the lives of widows. | 
Ithink we had better pass this bill over and take 
that bill up in the House. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I will offer the Senate bill 
as a substitute for this. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman does that, 
the bill will have to go back to the Senate. It 
would be better to wait until the general bill can 
be reached. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
had better move in the House to take up the Sen- 
ate bill. I have no doubt that the House will 


ass it. ’ 
‘ Mr. DAVIDSON. ° I will do so. | 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That will dispose 
of all these cases. 
The bill was then passed over. 


MARY W. THOMPSON. 


A bill (A. R. No. 265) for the relief of Mary 
W. Thompson. 

Mr. CURTIS. That case is just like the last. 
It had better be passed over. , 

The bill was passed over. 


HEIRS OF WILLIAM YORK. | 


A bill (H.. R. No. 266) for the relief of William 
York. [Objected to by Mr. Jonzs, of Tennessee. } 


TIMOTHY L. 0’KEEFEE. 


A bill (H. R. No. 267) for the relief of Timo- 
thy L. O’Keefee. 

The bill and report having been read, the bill 
was laid aside, to be reported to the House. 


WILLIAM CRAMPTON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 268) extending the patent 
granted to William Crampton foran improvement 
in figure and fancy power looms for seven years 
from the 25th day of November, 1858. [Objected 
to by Mr. Pixe.} 


DAVID BRUCE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of David 


Bruce. 

The bill directs the Commissioner of Patents 
to extend the patent of David Bruce, dated No- | 
vember 6, 1843, for a new and improved mode of 
casting type, for seven years from the date of its | 
expiration, subject to the rules and regulations | 
now in force for granting extensions; provided it 
shall appear, on examination, that the failure to 
extend his patent occurred through an official 
mistake. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 




































































HARRIS AND MORGAN. 


A joint resolution (H. R. No. 9) authorizing 
the Postmaster General to revise and adjust the 


|| with a recommendation that it do pass. 
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citizen of Bergen county, New Jersey. That | 
during the period of our revolutionary struggle | 
he was a wealthy farmer and grazier, and a man 
of great influence. The evidence before thecom- 
mittee shows that he was one of the most ardent 
Whigs of the Revolution, and in a communit 
where a large part of the population was hostile 
to the American cause. It further appears from 
the evidence and certificates on file that the Amer- 
ican troops, at different times, under the command 
of Generals Wayne, Greene, and other officers, 
during the period ranging between the years 1777 
and 1780, encamped at Harringtens (or Peramus, 
as sometimes called.) In the winter of 1779-80, 
General Washington, with the main army, were 
encamped at Morristown, near by. When the 
committee state that, as early as 1777, dates the 
poverty and extreme wants of the army, and the 
prostration of the credit of the Government, they 
state facts known to all men. It abundantly ap- 
pears by the evidence that from this time, while 
our army was in winter quarters at Valley Forge, 
until 1780, Thomas Van Buskirk was frequently 
applied to by the several officers commanding the 
American troops for supplies of cattle, horses, 
forage, grain, and other necessary articles, all of 
which he furnished; and he frequently purchased 
articles from others with his own money, to en- 
able him to supply the army. The difficult task 
of obtaining supplies at this time, and in a part 
of the State notoriously disaffected, the resort to 
force by our officers to obtain them, under the 
command of a resolution of Congress, are facts 
known in history. The evidence establishes the 
fact that it was during this time that the ancestor 
of the petitioner, Thomas Van Buskirk, furnished | 
these supplies, as the evidence shows, with cheer- 
fulness and alacrity. Itisalso proven that when 
the British had possession of Philadelphia, in 
1778, and Colonel Lee had been sent into New 
Jersey to carry off and destroy all that otherwise 
might fall into the hands of the enemy, in order 
to cut off their supplies, among those that suf- 
fered in this expedition was "Thomas Van Bus- 
kirk, who cheerfully gave up what he had. 

It appears that he seldom was paid in money 
for his property, but, instead, received certificates, 
executed by the several officers in command, as 
proven by the depositions of parties who saw the 
officers sign maay of the same. One of the wit- 
nesses, Bh a rl the Ist of December, 1854, 
says that he was then ninety-six years of age, and 
that he saw Colonel Lee subscribe certificates, 
Nos. 3 and 5, and that he saw the property de- | 
scribed in the certificates, Nos. 1, 2,and 7, deliv- 
ered to Major Tilghman. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected; but sub- 
sequently withdrew his objection, with the under- 
standing that the yeas and nays would be taken 
in the House on the passage of the bill; and the 
bill was laid aside to be reported to the House, 











MARY BOYLE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 277) for the relief of Mary 
Boyle. 
The bill directs the name of Mary Boyle to be 
placed on the pension roll, at the rate of twenty 





accounts of Harris & Morgan, on principles of 
justice and equity. [Objected to by Mr. Morais, 
of Illinois. ] 


J. W. NYE. 


A bill (H. R. 275) for ee of the claim 
of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr., and 
Hugh Stewart. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee. ] 


MARYETT VAN BUSKIRK. 


A bill se R. No. 276) for the relief of Mary- 
ett Van Buskirk, heir of Thomas Van Buskirk, 
deceased, late of Bergen county, New Jersey. 
The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Maryett Van Buskirk, out 
of any owes in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $20,367 principal, together 
with interest from the Ist day of January, 1780, 
in full payment for the claim for fo , grain, 
cattle, and other supplies furnished to the Amer- 
ican sow! by the late Thomas Van Buskirk, de- 
ceased, of Bergen county, NewJersey, during the 
Te Pe 
t appears from the re that the petitioner, 
Maryett Van Buskirk, io tes lineal descendant of 
Thomas Van Buskirk, who was in his lifetime a 





dollars per month, from the Ist of January, 1858. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mary Boyle, have had the same under 
consideration, and find by reference to Niles’ Register for the 
years, that the facts set forth by the petitioner, re\ative to 
the remarkable and gallant services of her late husband, Cap- 
tain Thomas Boyle, are abundantly substantiated as mat- 
ters of history. The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

The undersigned, widow of the late Captain Thomas 
Boyle, respectfully represents that, in consideration of the 
remarkable services of her late husband in the war of 1812, 
she respectfully solicits such aid as Congress may vouch- 
safe her in her declining years, and to secure her from want 
the little time she has tostay. My husband, first as the 
commander of the schooner Comet, of fourteen guns, and 
then in the Chasseur, of twelve, during the war captured 
more than seventy sail of British vessels, thirty-two of which 
were equal to him in force, and eighteen superior. He met 
and beat off a Portuguese man-of-war, carrying twenty thir- 
ty-two-pounders, convoying three British vessels, killing 
her iirst lieutenant and five men, and wounding many more, 
capturing two of the three British vessels, one carrying four- 
teen guns, and the other ten guns. Also, he captured the 
ship Hope, with fourteen guns. Soon after he met and cap- 
tured the ships Atlantic and James, in company, carrying 
twenty guns; Eclipse, fourteen guns; ship John, fourteen ;. 
London Packet, twelve; Henry, ten; Alexander, ten; Do- 
miuico Paeket, ten; and brig Industry, of ten guns. On 
the 26th of February, 1215, he fell in with and captured, 
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after a desperate t of fourteen minutes, his Britannic 
Majesty’s schooner St. Lawrence, mounting fifteen guns, 
four and twelve-pound carronadeés, and a long nine, com- 
manided by Lieutenant James E. Gordon, royal navy, with 
a complement of seventy-five men and a number of soldiers, 
marines, and several naval officers Soconengers) on board. 
The Chasseur lost but five killed and eight wounded. The 
St. Lawrence had fifteen kiiied and twenty-three wounded. 
All this, and much more, was doné by my late lamented hus- 
band, and neither he nor I have ever received or asked any- 
thing at the handsof Government; and now, at the age of 
eighty, and poor, I eet solicit sueh measure of re- 
lief as you, in your wisdom, may think to grant. 

Wasutneron Crry, January 15, 1858. J 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


ISAAC 8S. SMITH. 


A bill (H. R. No. 31) for the relief of Isaac S. 
Smith, of Syracuse, New York. [Objected to by 
Mr. Prurrips.] 


COURT OF CLAIMS BILLS. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. The other cases 
on the Calendar, down to 319, may as well be 
passed over. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I offer a substitute for ail 
these bills, which I desire to have read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not think that 
this is the proper time to offer a general bill, be- 
cause no explanation can be given, or debate had 
upon it, and it will be necessary to have some dis- 
cussion of it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Let it go to the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It cannot be de- 
bated. 

Mr.DAVIDSON. Yes, sir; I agree not to call 
for any vote on it, till discussion shall have been 
had. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Yes; but there are 
others who might not assent to that arrangement. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I will guaranty for them. 
Let my substitute be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute, but 
was interrupted b 

Mr. CURRY, who objected. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. ell; I notify the House 
that I will, on Monday, move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of offering it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. All the bills on 
page 7 and page 8, down to 319 on page 9, are on 
the same principle; and if one passes, all the others 
should pass. ‘Therefore, until the House decides 
the principle, it is better to pass them over. 

The following Court of Claims bills, reported 
back by the Committee of Claims with a recom- 
mendation that they do not pass, were passed 
over informally: 

A bill (No. 44) for the relief of Jane Smith, of 
the county of Clermont, State of Ohio. 

A bill (No. 45) for the relief of Lucinda Robin- 
son, county of Orleans, State of Vermont. 

A bill (No. 46) for the relief of Hannah Wea- 
ver, of Wayne county, Pennsylvania. 

A bill (No. 47) for the relief of Ann Clark, of 
Madison county, Tennessee. 

A bill (No. 48) for the relief of Mary Burt, of 
Scioto county, Ohio. 

A bill (No. 49) for the relief of Esther Stevens, 
of Van Buren county, Michigan; 

A bill (No. 50) for the relief of Mercy Arm- 
strong, of Gloucester county, Rhode Island; 

A bill (No. 51) for the relief of Nancy Madi- 
son, of Fairfield county, Ohio; 

A bill (No. 52) fer the relief of Anna Parrot, 
of Clinton county, Ohio; 

A bill (No. 53) for the relief of Margaret Tay- 
lor, of Putnam county, Tennessee; 

A bill (No. 54) for the relief of Lavina Tepton, 
of White county, Tennessee; 

A bill (No. 55) for the relief of Lucretia Wil- 
cox, of Wayne county, Michigan; 

A bill (No. 56) for the relief of Mary Robbins, 
of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (No. 57) for the relief of Tempy Con- 
nelly, of Johnson county, Kentucky; 

A bill (No. 58) for the relief of Rosamond Rob- 
inson, of Belknap county, New Hampshire; 

A bill (No. 59) for the relief of Jane Martin, of 
the county of Harrison, State of Virginia; 

A bill (No. 60) for the relief of Melinda Dur- 
kee, of the State of Georgia; 

A bill (No. 61) for the relief of Sarah Weed, 
of the county of Afbany, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 62) for the relief of Mary Pierce, 
of the county of Courtland, State of New York; 
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A bill (No. 63) for the relief of Ann B. Joho- [| 
won, of the county of Henrico, State of Virginia; | 


A bill (No. 64) for the relief of Hannah Men- 
zies, of the State of Kentucky; . 

A bill (No. 66) for the relief of Rebecca P. 
Nourse, of the State of Kentucky; 

A bill (No. 67) for the relief of Anna Hill, of 
the county of Monroe, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 68) for the relief of Polly Booth, of 
the county of Madison, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 69) for the relief of Sarah Eaton, 
of the county of Worcester, State of Massachu- 
setts; 

A hill (No. 70) for the relief of Temperance 
Childress, of the State of Virginia; 

A bill (No. 71) for the relief of Elizabeth King, 
of the State of Virginia; 

A bill (No. 72) for the relief of Lydia Clapp, 
of Washington county, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 73) for the relief of Elizabeth Mor- 
cans of the county of Rensselaer, State of New 

fork; 

A bill (No. 74) for the relief of Phebe Polly, 
of the county of Otsego, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 75) for the relief of Nancy Ittig, of 
the county of Herkimer, State of New York; 

A bill (No. 76) for the relief of Mary Ann 
Hooper, of the State of Virginia; 

A Pil (No. 77) for the relief of Almira Reniff, 
of th. State of Pennsylvania; 

4 bill (No. 78) for the relief of Sarah Loomis, 
of the county of New London, State of Connec- 
ticut; and 

A bill (No. 79) for the relief of Mary Grant, 
of the State of South Carolina. 


BENJAMIN SAYRE. 


A bill (H. R. No. 319) for the relief of Benja- | 


min Sayre. [Objected to by Mr. Lerrer.] 


J. W. NYE. 


Nye. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] 


JOHN B. ROPER. 


B. Roper. 


The bill authorizes and requires the Postmaster || 
General to pay to John B. Roper, in addition to | 


the sum already paid him, $300 for services per- 
formed on mail route No. 13336. 

It appears, from the report, that Roper, at the 
mail lettings in the winter of 1854, put in two bids 
on routes No. 13335 and 13336. 


linois, to Muscouta, is twenty-seven miles; and 
the other, from Carlyle to Hillsboro’, Montgom- 
ery county, is forty miles’ distance. Route No. 
13336, a distance of forty miles, was given to 


him under his bid, as stands upon the books of | 


the Department, for $200; and route No. 13335 
was given to another for $169. 
alleges that he intended to have reversed the order 
of his bids, making the highest bid cover the 
longest route; and they should have been and 
were designed by him to be on route No. 13336, 
(forty miles,) $275, and on route No. 13335, 
‘twenty-seven miles, )$200, just transposing them. 

his seems so reasonable that the committee do 
not for a moment doubt his truth and sincerity. 
It seems that it was clearly the intention of the 
petitioner, in making up his bids, to have charged 
the largest amount for the longest route. This is 
so reasonable an inference, aside from all testi- 
mony in the case, that, unless combated by pos- 
itive testimony, any other course pursued, as was 
in this instance, would at once be charged to a 
clerical error, whether made by the petitioner 
himself, which is the most likely, at the time of 
ee bids, or by the Department in regis- 
tering them, is immaterial to inquire, as the equit 
and justice in the case would be all the same. It 
is not the policy of the Government to exact ser- 
vices from her citizens without affording them 
adequate compensation. 

The petitioner has performed the service on 
route No. 13336 (forty miles) for $200 per annum; 
and the committee are clearly of the opinion that 
he is poy entitled to the additional sum of sev- 
enty-five dollars per annum, which, for the four 
years, the period of his contract, amounts to the 
sum of $300. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside 
to be to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


The petitioner | 


he first-named | 
route, running from Carlyle, Clinton county, Ll- || 


| 
'| A bill (HI. R. No. 323) for the benefit of Wil- | 


i} 
| 


A bill (H. R. No. 320) for the relief of J. W. || 


| of the revolutionary army, and of the widows and 
| children of those who died in the service. 
| jected to by Mr. Garverr.] 


| of Lieutenant Bartlett Hinds. 
| Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. ] 


| ginia.] 


and Joun CocHrane were appointed. 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported || 
| —ayes 34, noes 75. 





|| to by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. | 


JAMES CRAIG, 
A bill (H. R. No. 322) for the relief of the | 
heirs of Rev. James Craig, deceased. [Objected 





WILLIAM WALKER. 


liam Walker. [Objected to by Mr. Davis, of 
Mississippi. ] 
SAMUEL JONES. . 


A bill (H. R. No. 324) to allow the legal rep- 
resentatives of Samuel Jones five years’ full pay 
in lieu of half pay for life. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected, but sub- 
sequently withdrew his objection with the un- 


derstanding that the yeas and nays should be || 


taken in the House on the passage of the bill. 


The bill requires the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to allow the legal representatives 


| of Samuel Jones, deceased, a captain of infantry 


| and one to the fifteenth regiment. 


in the Virginia line on continental establishment, 
(without interest,) compensation equal to five 
years’ full pay as such captain, in lieu of half pay 
for life due to Samuel Jones, deceased. 

It appears, from the report, that there were two 
officers in the Virginia line of the same grade and 


The Captain 


| Jones who belonged to the fifteenth regiment was 
dismissed from the service in 1778. The other 


of the same name, belonging one to the eleventh 
continued in active service til] 1779, at which time 


| several companies, broken by the events of war, 


were united to make full companies, by which | 
arrangement the Samuel Jones under considera- | 
tion was left without a command, and became a 


| supernumerary, and, from the testimony of Chief | 


Justice Marshall, and that of others, the commit- | 
tee believe he so remained till the end of the war. | 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
GUSTAVUS B. HORNER. 
A bill (H. R. No. 325) for the relief of the legal | 


| representatives of Gustavus B. Horner, deceased. 
A bill (H. R. No. 321) for the relief of John | 


[Objected to by Mr. Porrer. 
J y 
REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 234) to provide for the set- | 
tlement of the claims of the officers and soldiers | 





[Ob- 
BARTLETT HINDS. 

A bill (H. R. No. 326) for the relief of the heirs 

[Objected to by 


CYRENIUS GLASS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 328) for the relief of Cyre- |. 


nius Glass. [Objected to by Mr. Smirn, of Vir- 





Mr. ATKINS. 
now rise. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I call for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton 


I move that the committee do 


© quorum voting, the roll was called, and 
the following members failed to answer to their 
names: 


Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Ahl, Arnold, Barksdale, Bennett, 
Blair, Bliss, Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Brayton, Bryan, Bur- 
nett, Burns, Burroughs, Caruthers, Case, Caskie, Ezra 
Clark, Clawson, Clay, Clark B, Cochrane, Burton Craige, 
Crawford, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Massachusetts, Da- 
vis of lowa, Dick, Dimmick, Durfee, Edie, Edmundson, 
Elliou, aa, Farnsworth, Faulkner, Foster, Gartrell, 
Giddings, Gillis, Gilman, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haskin,Hatch, 
Hickman, Hill, Hoard, Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, Owen 
Jones, Keitt Kellogg, Kelly, Kilgore, Jacob M. Kunkel, 
John C. Kunkel, Lamar ae Lawrence, Leach, Leidy, 
Lovejoy, Maclay, McKibbin, eQueen, Samuel 8S. Mar- 
shall, Mason, Miles, Miller, Millson, ne, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
Olin, Parker, Peyton, John S. Phelps, Pottle, Powell, Pur- 
viance Ready, eagan, Ricaud, Ri , Robbins, Royce, 
Russell, Savage, Searing, John Sherman, Judson W. Sher- 
mon, Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, Staliworth, Stanton, 
Stephens, Stevenson, William Stewart, Talbot, eee 
Thayer, Trippe, Underwood, Wade, Walton, Ward - 
ren, Israet! Washburn, White Whiteley, Wilson, Wood, 
Augustus R. Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. ATKINS stated that Mr. Garrrev. was 
detained at home by sickness in his family. 

Mr. BINGHAM stated that his colleague, Mr- 
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The commitiee rose, in compliance with the 
rule; and the Speaker having resumed the chair 
Mr. Cuarree reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar had 
had under consideration the business on the Prj- 
vate Calendar, and, finding itself without a quo- 
rum, had directed the roll to be called, and the 
names of the absentees to be reported to the 
| House. 
| The Speaker announced that only one hundred 

and ten members had answered to their names, 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move that there be q 
_ call of the House. 
| Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I desire to ask what wil! 
| become of the bills in committee, if the House 

now adjourns? 

|. The SPEAKER. The House can on Monday 
| discharge the committee from such bills as have 
' been laid aside to be reported to the House. 

| Mr. DAVIDSON. How can the House dis- 
| charge the committee? 
| 














The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, or 
by a suspension of the rules on a two-third vote 
when a quorum is present. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I demand tell- 
ers upon the motion to adjourn, for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether a quorum is present or not, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burrinton 
and CHAFFEE were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 36, noes 63; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SICKLES. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 32, nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atkins, Billinghurst, Horace F. Clark, 
Davis of Mississippi, Dewart, Eustis, Garnett, Goode, Hop- 
kins, Houston, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Letcher, Millson, Nichols, Peyton, Phillips, Quitman, 

| Reagan, Reilly, Ritchie, Ruffin, Scales, Heary M. Shaw, 
Sickles, Miles Taylor, ‘Tompkins, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Watkins, Winslow, and Wortendyke—32. 
| NAYS— Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Andrews, Avery, 
| Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bonham, Bowie, Buffinton, Bur- 
| lingame, Caskie, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Chapman, John B. 
| Clark, Clawson, Clemens, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, 
Colfax, Comins, Corning, Covode, Cox, Cragin, James 
Craig, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Dawes, Dean, 
Dodd, Dowdell, Fenton, Florence, Foley, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Goodwin, Granger, Greenwood, Greg, Groesbeck, Grow, 
Harlan, Hawkins, Horton, Hughes, Huyler, Owen Jones, 
Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leiter, Humphrey Marshall, Mat- 
teson, Maynard, Morgan, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, 
Niblack, Palmer, Pendleton, Pettit, William W. Phelps, 
| Pike, Potter, Roberts, Sandidge, Scott, Seward, Aaron 
| Shaw, Shorter, Robert Smith, James A. Stewart, George 
Taylor, Thompson, Vallandigham, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Wilson, and Woodson—86. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPEAKER announced (the vote having 
been erroneously counted as yeas 32, nays 96) 
that a quorum had voted, and the Committee of 
the Whole again resumed its session. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move that the com- 
| mittee rise and report the bills which have been 
| laid aside to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, Mr. Cuarree reported that the 
| Committee of the Whole House had, according 
| to order, had the Private Calendar under consid- 
_ eration, and had instructed him to report sundry 
bills to the House, some with amendment, and 
| some without amendment, and with a recom- 
| mendation that they do pass; also an adverse re- 
| port of the Court of Claims, with the recommend- 
| ation that it be committed to the Committee on 
| Foreign Affairs. 
| Mr. CHAFFEE demanded the previous ques- 
| tion on all the bills. 

The previous oor was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. ; 

The titles of the House bills reported without 
amendment were then read over for the — 
of affording an opportunity of designating those 
upon which separate votes were required. __ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My recollection 
is, that a separate vote was to be had on 
the bill for the relief of William Heine, and also 
that the vote should be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There isno 
objection. 

_ The SPEAKER. [f the gentleman from Ten- 

nessee will indicate what bills he desires to be 

separately voted on, the Chair will be happy to 
y 


Buss, was detained from the House by illness. |) put them aside and present them separately. 
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that a new rule has been adopted in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House. The Speaker not being 
here all the time, of course cannot be expected to | 
know it. There are some bills agreed to be laid | 
aside to be reported to the House, with the recom- 

mendation that they do pass, with the understand- 

ing that a separate vote shall be taken on each, 

and that that separate vote shall be taken by yeas 

and nays. This bill for the relief of William 

Heine is one of them. At first, I thought I had 

renewed the objection to it when objection was 

withdrawn, and that it was not laid aside. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man withdrew his objection on the understanding 
that there should be a separate vote. 

Mr. GOODE. I wish to say that the rule re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Tennessee, is a 
new rule, adopted in committee by his suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Separate votes will be taken 
on the bills which have been indicated. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is it in order to 
move a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House is 
now acting under the previous question. 





The following bills, upon which separate votes | 


were not required, were then ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (No. 229) for the relief of Samuel Good- 


rich, jr.3 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


~ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no fault to \| and it was accordingly read the third time, and | vote by which the bill was passed; and also move 
find with the Chair. re ~ |] 
| will state, with the permission of the Chair, || 


assed. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to reconsider the |, 
votes by which the last three bills were passed; || 


| and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 


| 
laid upon the table. | 

The latter motion was agreed to. i) 

Mr. SICKLES. Ifthe House should now ad- |! 
journ, will notthe remaining bills come up as the | 
first business in order on Monday morning? 

The SPEAKER. They will. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 1 

r. REAGAN. lL ask the gentleman to with- | 

draw that motion until I ask leave of the House 
for the withdrawal of certain papers. 

Mr. SICKLES. | withdraw it for that pur- | 
pose. 


JOHN WORK. 
On motion of Mr. REAGAN, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 
the files of the House of the papers in the case of Jolin 
Work, and others, applying for additional compensation to 
the purpose of presenting them in the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Separate votes have been | 
asked on the four following bills; and if there be | 


| 
| 
|| certain assistant surgeons in the United States Army, for || 
| timated the amount. 
| $20,367, with interest. 


and third reading will be put on them together: 
A bill (H. R. No. 277) for the relief of Mary 

| Boyle; 

bill (EL. R. No. 245) for the relief of A. Bau- | 


douin and A. D. Roberts; 
A bill (H. R. No. 276) for the relief of Mary- | 
ett Van Buskirk, heir of Thomas Van Buskirk, 


. . ° | 
no objection, the question on their engrossment || 


A bill (No. 238) for the relief of the heirs of | 
Richard Tarvin; H 
A bill (No. 239) for the relief of Zina Williams; | 
A bill (No. 258) for the relief of Augustus J. | 


deceased, late of Bergen county, New Jersey; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 324) to allow the legal rep- 


resentatives of Samuel Jones five years’ full pay || 


Kuhn; 

A bill (No. 267) for the relief of Timothy L. 
O’Keefee, of Missouri; 

A bill (No. 269) for the relief of David Bruce; 


and 


A bill (No. 321) for the relief of John B. Roper. || 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 


reported were passed; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY BENNETT. 


The SPEAKER. The foilowing bills have | 


been reported from the committee, with amend- | 


ments: 


A bill (H. R. No. 230) for the relief of Mary || Was interrupted by 
eee Ra RONY So che: elit of May || OES 


Bennett. 
The SPEAKER. The committee report that 


that bill be amended by striking out the words, || 


“the said 15th day of June, 1855,”’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof, the words ‘*commencing with 


in lieu of half pay for life. 


| dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, they were accordingly severally 
| read the third time. 





Mr. PHILLIPS demanded the previous ques- 


|| tion on the passage of the bill. 
consider the vote by which the House bills above | ) 


| main question ordered to be put. 


MARY BOYLE. 


| The question was first on the bill (H. R. No. 
|| 277) for the relief of Mary Boyle. 
Mr. JEWETT demanded the yeas and nays. || 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The Clerk commenced the call of the roll, but | 
, | and other articles, to the sum of $1,250, for which the Con- 


The SPEAKER. Four. 
Mr. SICKLES. If the demand for the yeas 
and nays could be withdrawn, we could take a 


There was no objection; and the bills were or- | 


the passage of this act;”’ so that the pension, in- || Vote by division in a short time. 
stead of running back, would commence when || | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It was understood 
the act was passed. || that we were to have the yeas and nays upon 

The amendment was concurred in. || these bills. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- | "Mr. SICKLES. Then I move (half past five 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- || 0’clock) that the House adjourn. : 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, || The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair cannot entertain 
and passed. || the motion, inasmuch as a response has been 
made on the call of the yeas and nays. 


pe re ee aes | The question was taken; and it was decided in 
j . § en; » 
pour R. No. 233) for the relief of Sylvanus | the affirmative—yeas 96, nays 32; as follows: 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of theWhole | 





YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Billinghurst, Bing- 
, c ham, Bishop, Biair, Bowie, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlin- 
House recommends the passage of that bill with || game, Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, Clawson, Clemens, Jobn 


two amendments: to strike out the word “War”? || Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, Covode, Cox, James 
7 oo ae a 2 gp A , Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis o 
and insert in lieu thereof ne word Interior,’ lowa, Dawes, Dean, Durfee, Fenton, Floreuce, Foley, Fos- 
so that the Secretary of the Interior shall be di- || ter, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Green- 
rected to place the name of Sylvanus Burnham wood, Gregg, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Harlan, Hawkins, 
upon the pension roll; and to strike out the words } 
“e %9 . > } 
‘14th day of November, 1850, : and to ingert IN |) Morris, Oliver A. Morse, Murray, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, 
lieu thereof ‘*the passage of this act,’’ so as to | William W. Phelps, Pike, Potter, Powell, Purviance, 
provide that the pension shall commence at the | Reilly, Roberts, Royce, Sandidge, Scott, Seward, Aaron 
| 





Horton, Hughes, Huyler, Jewett, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, 
Leiter, Lovejoy, Matteson, Maynard, Morgan, isaac N. 


Shaw, Shorter, Robert Smith illiam Smith, Spinner 

The: of = act. ed j Stanton, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, George Tay, 

e amendments were concurred tn. lor, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade,Walbridge, 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- || Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Eilihu B. 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 


Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Winslow, Wood- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, || ®t» 204 Augustus Rt. Wright—96. 
and passed, 





NAYS — Messrs. Andrews, Atkins, Avery, Bonham, 
ae, Jae B. Set, oa Crawforts mesa nt Indiana, 
avis of Mississippi, Dodd, English, Garnett, Goode, Hop- 
; THOMAS PHEBIX, JR . | kins, Houston, George W. "Jones, J. Glaacy Jones, Owen 
A bill (8. No. 102) for the relief of Thomas || Jones, Letcher, Millson, Pendleton, Peyton, Phillips, Quit- 
henix, ir. |} man, Ritchie, Ruffin, Seales, Henry M. Shaw, Miles Tay- 
TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole lor, Watkins, and Wortendyke—22. 
ouse recommend the of that bill. | So the bill was passed. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; Mr. CHAFFEE. 


|| Mr. LETCHER. 
} 


I move to reconsider the 


2523 


to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


M AVIS, of Mississippi. I move to be ex- 
eused from further attendance here to-day. As 
a six o’clock man, I desire to absent myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
the motion, as the House is acting under the op- 


|| eration of the previous question. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Then I shall take 


| the liberty to go anyhow. 


MARYETT VAN BUSKIRK. 


The next bill upon which a separate vote had 
been asked was a bill (H. R. No. 276) for the re- 
lief of Maryett Van Buskirk, heir of Thomas Van 
| ts deceased, late of Bergen county, New 

ersey. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would like unanimous con- 


| sent to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
| New York, [Mr. Tayxior,] in connection with 
that bill. 


[Cries of **Go on!’’} Is it true that 


|| the bill will zoqnion $115,684 56 to discharge it? 
C 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I have not es- 


The amount of the bill is 


Mr. LETCHER. Read the bill. 


The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 


| of the Treasury to pay to Maryett Van Buskirk, 


out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 


| appropriated, the sum of $20,367 principal, to- 


gether with interest from the Ist of January, 1780, 
in full pagans for the claim for forage, grain, 
cattle, and other supplies furnished to the Amer- 
ican army by the late Thomas Van Buskirk, de- 
ceased, of Bergen county, New Jersey, during 
, the revolutionary war. 
Mr. LETCHER., I demand the yeas and neys 
| upon the passage of the bill. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. If the House 
will allow me, I will read two of the certificates 
| upon which this claim is founded: 
Bereen, New Jersey, February 19, 1778. 


Thomas Van Buskirk, Exsq., of Paramus, has coutributed 
voluntarily cattle, horses, grain, flour, forage, and cloth, for 
the public servic the value of $2,317, for which this is 

his claim upon Congress, with interest. to be paid in tard 
| money. ANTHONY WAYNE, 


| 
Brigadier General United States Army. 
1] 


Paramus, New Jersey, December, 
(Date uncertain, being defaced, 1777 or 1779.) 
I certify that Thomas Van Buskirk has supplied the 
American army with beeves, three horses, forage, flour, 


gress of the United States is chargeable in specie currency, 


How many bills are there |) and interest payable in like manner. 
|| upon which Separate voles have been called? 


THOMAS MIFFLIN, 
Quartermaster General United States Army. 
[ understand that the ori- 
_ ginal certificates are lost, and that these are only 
; copies. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. There are gen- 
|| tlemen in the House who have had the originals, 
| These are only two out of thirteen certificates 
|| upon file. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I wish to inquire what is the 
| difference between this and a continental loan? 
| Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to know the reason 
! why these certificates were not funded under the 
|| act of Congress authorizing the funding of the 
| national debt? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I should be 
| very glad to answer *he gentleman from Pennsyl- 
| vania. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I also desire to 

| inquire whether information was sought from any 

| Executive Department of this Government in re- 
lation to this claim, and whether they could throw 
any light upon it? 

r. TAYLOR, of New York. Information 
was sought from every source, but none could be 
found except that contained in the papers upon 
file in the committee-room. The certificates which 
are said to be lost, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Rrrconie) had in his hands last ses- 
sion. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I have no recollection of it. 

It may be so, but [ do not remember it. 
QUESTION OF ORDER. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that upon 
| the call of yeas and nays upon the adjournment, 
| after the committee found itself without a quorum, 
| the Clerk made a mistake of ten votes in counting 
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the names. On that count it was announced that | Mr. HOUSTON. I would like to Rive ‘out? Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I ask the gen. 


& quorum was present; and the House went back | 


question answered. 


into committee, and then rose and reported the || Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 


bills back to the House. Upon a recount, @ap- | 
pears that the vote lacked two or three of a quo- 
rum; so it appears that when the House went | 
into committee, and then rose and reported the 
bills to the House, no quorum had answered to 
their names. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. That cannot | 
make any difference now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Was there 
not a quorum when action was taken upon she 
bills in the House ? 

TheSPEAKER. There was a quorum voting 
on all votes taken since the committee rose. The 
Chair felt it his duty, however, to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact. But the Chair 
holds that the bills, having been passed by a quo- | 
rum in the House, have been properly passed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the house acquiesce in 
that it answers every end; but then it seems to 
me that unless the Chair asks the House to give | 


its unanimous consent to that state of things, it | 


would be setting a bad example which might 
sometimes work very great injury. The vote by 
which the bills were brought into the House was | 
not only no vote at all, but in truth the bills are 
yet in a Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama, that there is no of- 
ficial evidence that there was no quorum when | 
te bills were ordered to be reported from the | 
committee; but, in addition to shat, even if that | 
fact be true—if the bills have been acted upon in 
the House, and passed—the Chair thinks that 
would cure any defect which might exist in bring- 
ing them into the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not object to the bills | 
being passed. | do not want to undo what has 
been done; but the precedent may be important 
in the future legislation of the House. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say that I was 
in the House while the vote was being taken, al- 
though not when my name was called. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinoi And there | 
are several others who are in the same position. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I understood the | 
Chair to state upon official information that there 
was not a yuorum present. 


The SPEAKER. At the time the bills were | 


reported ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When the list of | 
yeas and nays is corrected, will it not show that | 
there was not a quorum present? 

The SPEAKER, It will show that upon that | 
vote there was not a quorum. 





| 


| 
The yeas and nays were ordered on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would like to | 
inquire when this claim was first presented to | 
Congress. 

ont of ** Order !”’ ** Object!’ and ‘* Call the | 
roll !”’ 

Mr. MILLSON (at five minutes to six o’clock, | 
p.m.) moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

i‘ ATKINS. I should like to have the bill 
read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I would like 
to answer the question of the gentleman from 


| Tennessee. 


| consent, pass this bill over until 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That the House || 


went back into committee without a quorum? 
The SPEAKER. So far as that is concerned, 
although it is not true in point of fact, a quorum 


might have appeared before the House went into || 


committee, and the Chair might have ascertained | 
that fact, although the Chair does not pretend to | 
say that he did do so. 

Ir. TONES, of Tennessee. That does not | 
satisfy me, when I know myself that the con- 
trary was the fact. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the better plan | 
would be to let members who came in after their | 
names were called, place their names on the list | 
so as to make up a quorum. 

Loud and general cries of ** Agreed !’”] 
r. CRAWFORD. How many are required? 
I was here and the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Cray} was here. 

Mr. HALL, of Ohio, And I was here. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. My colleague, Mr. Da- 
vis, was here. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was here also. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to have my name 
entered. 

The SPEAKER. That is six, which is a suf- 
ficient number to make a quorum and meet the 
views of the gentleman from Alabama. 


MARYETT VAN BUSKIRK. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the bill for the relief of Maryett Van Buskirk. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. 1 would like 
now to answer the question of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, {Mr. Rrrome. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilnois. I object. I 


want to vote. 


i 
1 


| 


Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. 

Mr. LETCHER. I would like to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. LETCHER, I have a right to make an 
inquiry of the Chair as toa matter of practice in 
connection with this bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to 
raise a question of order, he has a right to do so. 

Mr. LETCHER. It is a question of practice | 
of the House. I wish to inquire oneiher the | 
Speaker knows of any instance, under the prac- 
tice of the House, in which interest has been al- 
lowed ona claim for over seventy years? 

Cries of ** Order !”” 


The SPEAKER. The inquiry is not in order, | 
|, and the Chair cannot answer it. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of New York. I will answer 
the question, if the House will allow me. 

[Loud cries of ** Order!’’ and “ Object!’’] 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I withdraw the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. HUGHES. I would suggest that as the 
House is not full we had er unanimous 

onday infor- 
mally under the operation of the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object to that. Let us dis- 
pose of it now. 

The bill was again read. 

The question was taken: ** Shall the bill pass ?”’ 
and it was decided in the negative—yeas 17, nays | 
111; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anderson, Chaffee, Clawson, Cragin, 
Curtis, Davis of Massachusetts, Dawes, Gilman, Gilmer, 
Hawkins, Horton, Huyler, Humphrey Marshall, Maynard, 
Aaron Shaw, Robert Smith, and George Taylor—17. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Atkins, Avery, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bowie, Brayton, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Caskie, Cavanaugh, Chapman, Jolin B. 
Clark, Clay, Clemens, Cobb, Clark B. Cochrane, John 





Cochrane, Cockerill, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Cox, James 
Craig, Crawford, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Mis- 
sissippi, Davis of Lowa, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, English, 
Fenton, Florence, Foley, Foster, Garnett, Gooch, Goode, 
Goodwin, Granger, Gregg, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Har- 
lan, Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Kelly, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lovejoy, Maclay, Matteson, Millson, Morgan, 
Isaac N. Morris, Oliver A. Morse, aor Parker, Pen- 
dieton, Pettit, Peyton, John 8. Phelps, Phillips, Potter, 
Powell, Purviance, Quitman, Reagan, Reilly, Ritchie, Rob- 
erts, Royce, Ruffin, Sandidge, Scales, Scott, Seward, Henry 
M. Shaw, John Sherman, Shorter, William Smith, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, William Stewart, Miles Taylor, Tompkins, 
Underwood, Vallandigham, Wade, Walbridge, Waidron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C| Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Watkins, Wilson, Winslow, Woodson, and Augustus R. 
Wright—i11. 

So the bill was rejected. 


Mr. COX stated, during the call of the roll, 
that he had voted against the bill in committee, 
and voted against it now, because it allowed in- 
terest; but he thought the principal ought to be 


Mr. PHILLIPS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was rejected, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, (at eighteen 
minutes past six o’clock, p. m.) moved that the 
House adjourn. 


The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. STANTON. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw the motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table, so as to give 
us time to look into the bill, and see if any part of 
the claim is just. . 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I insist upon my motion. 


tleman from Pennsylvania and the House to jn. 
dulge me for one moment. It appears that gen. 
tlemen have voted against this Cin because it 
allows interest. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I object to 
it. 

The motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


A. BAUDOUIN AND A. D. ROBERTS. 


The SPEAKER stated the question next in 
order to be on the passage of a bill (H. R. No, 
245) for the relief of A. Baudouin and A. D. Rob. 
erts. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 78, nays 46; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Avery, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Brayton, Buffinton, Case, Cavanaugh, Chaffee, 
John B. Clark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Com. 
ins, Cox, Cragin, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Massachusetts, 
Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, Fenton, 
Florence, Foley, Foster, Gilman, Gilmer, Gooch, Good- 
win, Grow, Harlan, Hawkins, Horton, Kilgore, Knapp, 
Leiter, Lovejoy, Humphrey Marshall, Maynard Morgan, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Mur- 
ray, Niblack, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Peyton, William W. 
Phelps, Potter, Royce, Ruffin, Sandidge, Scott, Aaron 
Shaw, John Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, George Taylor, 
Miles Taylor, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, 
Walbridge, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Eilihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Woodson, and Au- 
gustus R. Wright— 78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Bowie, Caskie, Clem- 
ens, Cobb, Cockerill, Corning, James Craig, Crawford, 
Davis of Indiana, English, Goode, Gregg, Lawrence W. 
Hall, Hopkins, Houston, Huyler, Jewett, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, Kelly, Letcher, Maclay, 
Matteson, Millson, Pendleton, John 8. Phelps, Phillips, 
Powell, Quitman, Reagan, Reilly, Ritchie, Roberts, Scales, 
Henry M. Shaw, Robert Smith, William Smith, William 
Stewart, Waldron, Watkins, and Wortendyke—44. 


So the bill was passed. 

Pending the vote, 

Mr.SEWARD said: I was notin the Hall when 
my name was called. If I had been, I do not 
know which way I should have voted, because I 


| do not know anything about the bill. 


Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL JONES’S HEIRS. 
The bill (H. R. No. 324) to allow the legal rep- 


resentatives of Samuel Jones five years full pay, 
was next taken up, the question being on its pas- 


sage. 
Mr. QUITMAN. Iask forthe yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 87, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Billinghurst, Bing- 
ham, Bowie, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Case, Caskie, 
Chaffee, Clawson, Clay, Clark B. Cochrane, John Coch- 
rane, Colfax, Corning, Cox, Cragin, Curtis, Davidson, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Iowa, Dawes, Dodd, 
Dowdell, Durfee, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Garnett, Gil- 
man, Gilmer, Gooch, Goode, Goodwin, Grow, Harlan, 
Hawkins, Hopkins, Horton, Jewett, J. Glancy Jones, Owen 
Jones, Kellogg, Kilgore, Lawrence, Leiter, Letcher, Love- 
ine? Macla » Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, 

aynard, Morrill ward Joy Morris, Oliver A. Morse, 
Murray, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, William W. Phelps, Phil- 
lips, Pike, Potter, Purviance, Reilly, Roberts, Royce, Scott, 
Aaron Shaw, John Sherman, Robert Smith, William Smith, 
Spinner, William Stewart, ‘Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, 

aldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, Wortendyke, and 
Augustus R. Wright—87. 

AYS—Messrs. Atkins, Avery, Bishop, John B. Clark, 
Cobb, Cockerill, Crawford, English, Foley, Gregg, Houston, 
Hughes, Huyler, George WwW. Jones, Kelsey, Knapp, Matte- 
son, Millson, Morgan, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton John 8. 
Phelps, Powell, Quitman, Reagan, Ritchie, Ruffin, San- 
didge, Scales, Henry M. Shaw, Stanton, Miles Taylor, Un- 
derwood, Wade, Walbridge, Watkins, and Winslow—38. 


So the bill was passed, 

Mr. GOODE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


“ MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a question of privilege. 
I have sat here and helped to pass a hundred and 
odd bills, and now I wish the House to pass & 
little Senate bill, which is as meritorious as the 
best of them. I wish to move to reconsider the 
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vou by which the bill in question was referred to 
a Committee of the Whole House. 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man can be entered, but not acted on at this time. 
THE BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG, ETC. | 
The adverse report from the Court of Claims || ceased; 
(No. 149) in the case of the brig General Arm- || A bill (No. 239) for the relief of Zina Wil- || 


Territory of Utah; which were referred to the 





ham; 
A bill (No. 238) for the relief of the heirs-at- 


| nett; 
| 
| law of Richard Farren, alias Richard Tarvin, de- 


A bill (No. 230) for the relief of Mary Ben- ing the boundary line between that State and the 





A bill (No. 233) for the relief of Sylvanus Burn- || Committee on Territories. 


He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 


| ture of California, in favor of the a 


of American consuls at the ports of Guaymas, 


| Mazatlan, Manzanillo, and La Paz, in Mexico, 


which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


strong was next taken up for consideration. 


! | liams; 
The report was brought from the Committee of || 4 bill (No. 245) for the relief of A. Baudouin || 
the Whole House, with the recommendation that | 


| A bill (NNo. 258) for the relief of Augustus J. | 
|| Kuhn; 
‘| A bill (No. 267) for the relief of Timothy L. 


it be committed to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

The report was accordingly committed. 

House bill No. 249, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, with the recommend- 
ation that it be committed to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, was taken up and accord- 
ingly committed. 


BENJAMIN F. HALL. 


House bill (No. 244) for the relief of Benjamin 
F. Hall, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, with the recommendation that it 


be laid on the table, was accordingly laid on the || 


table. 
OUTRAGES AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CLAY. Some days ago I asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to introduce 


a bill. I wish again to ask that unanimous con- | 


sent. And I wish to say that this whole eoantty, 
from one end to the other, is ringing with the su 


ject of the outrages committed upon our flag and | 


upon our vessels, while the Senate Chamber it- 
self has been ringing with the same subject; and 


it does seem to me, at this time, that this House | 


ought to take some action inthe matter. I desire 

to introduce a bill upon the subject for the pur- 

ad of having it referred to the Committee on 
oreign Affairs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill to restrain and redress outrages upon the flag and 
citizens of the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
in cases of flagrant violation of the laws of nations, by out- 
rage upon the flag, soil, or citizens of the United States, or 
upon their property, under circumstances requiring prompt 
redress, and when, in the opinion of the President, delay 


would be incompatible with the honor and dignity of the | 
Republic, the President is hereby authorized toemploy such || 
force as he may deem necessary to prevent the perpetration 


of such outrages, and to obtain just redress and satisfaction 


for the same when perpetrated ; and it shall be his duty to | 
lay the facts of each case, together with the reasons of his | 
action in the premises, before Congress, at the earliest prac- | 
ticable moment, for such further action thereon as Congress 


may direct. 


Mr, GARNETT. Being opposed to convert- 


object. 
r. CLAY. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. CLAY. I demand the yeas and nays upon 
the motion, and tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MaRsHALL, 
of Kentucky, and Wricur, of Georgia, were ap- 
pointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— || 


ayes nineteen—not one fifth the members present. 

So the yeas and nays were not esdeest 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at twenty minutes past seven 
o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned until Mon- 
day next, at cleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, May 31, 1858. 
Prayer by the Rev. G. W. Basserrt. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
MESSAGE PROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, % Mr. Auien, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested: 


A bill(N 0. 219) for the relief of William Heine, 


artist in the Japan expedition; 
an bill (No. $29) for the relief of Samuel Good- 
9 Jt.5 


| 
| 
| 
| 


and A. D. Roberts; 


|| O’Keefee; 

| A bill (No. 269) for the relief of David Bruce; 
A bill (No. 277) for the relief of Mary Boyle; 
| A bill (No. 321) for the relief of John B. Ro- 
| per; and 

| _ A bill (No. 324) to allow the legal representa- 
|| tives of Samuel Jones, of the eleventh Virginia 
regiment on continental establishment, five years 
full pay as captain of infantry, in lieu of half pay 
| for life. 
A subsequent message from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced 
|| that the House had passed the following bill and 
|| joint resolutions of the Senate: 
|| An act (No. 102) for the relief of Thomas Phe- 
nix, jr.; 

A resolution (No. 47) to correct an error in a 

| certain act, approved May 11, 1858, and 


| difficulties with the Republic of Paraguay. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
| ate a message from the President of the United 
| States, communicating, in compliance with a res- 
| olution of the Senate, a report of the Secretary of 


State, with accompanying papers, in regard to || 
| the seizure of the American vessel Panchita on | 


|| the coast of Africa; which was ordered to lie on 
|| the table; and a motion by Mr. Mason to print 
the documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 


ean aenanne 


pliance with a resolution of the Senate, informa- 
tion in relation to the pay of the naval officers 
whose cases were acted on by the late naval courts 
of inquiry and the President, and who have be: «« 


assigned them by the late ‘retiring board,”’ 
though not restored to the active-service list, with 
| a list of such officers, and the positions assigned 


|| them by said board, and those they now hold; | 
ing this Government into a military despotism, I | 


which was ordered to lie on the table; and a mo- 
tion to print, by Mr. Iverson, was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
| of Washington, who are property holders on 
Pennsylvania avenue, and engaged in business 
thereon, praying that the bill passed by the House 
of Representatives for a railroad on the avenue 
|| may become a law; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KING presented a petition of Samuel S. 
Powell, and others, praying an examination of 
|| Samuel Nowlan’s plan for bridging the East river 
|, at New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Shiawassee county, Michigan, praying 
an extension of mail route No. 13157, from Ches- 
aning, in Saginaw county, to St. Charles, in the 
same county, so that said mail route will extend 








from Corunna, in Shiawassee county, to St. 


Charles, in Saginaw county, Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRODERICK presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of California, in favor of an appro- 
ee for the payment of bonds issued by that 

tate for the payment of expenses incurred in the 
suppression of the Indian hostilities within her 
bounds; which were referred tothe Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of California, in favor of the appointment of 
a commissioner on the part of the United States, 
to act in conjunction with a commissioner on the 

| part of California, in ascertaining and determin- 


A resolution (No. 28) for the adjustment of || 


He also laid before the Senate a report of the || 
Secretary of the Navy, communicating, in com- | 


advanced to a higher grade and pay than that || 


merce. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
| dian Affairs, to whom were referred the joint res- 
olution (S. No.46) authorizing the payment of cer- 
| tain moneys to certain Paootes Indians, remain- 
ing east of the Rocky Mountains; and the bill (8. 
| No. 201) to execute the treaties of 1817 and 1819, 
| with the Cherokees, by making provision for the 
|reservations under the same, asked to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration; which 
|| was agreed to. 
| He, also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of citizens of New York, 
praying the adoption of measures for the pres- 
| ervation and elevation of the American Indians, 
|| asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
|| ation; which was agreed to. 
| Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, 
| to whom wasreferred the bill(H. R.C. C. No. 65) 
for the relief of Benjamin L. McAtee, and J. N. 
Eastham, of Louisville, Kentucky, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
|| Affairs and Militia, to whom were referred the 
following bills and joint resolution, reported them 
without amendment, with a recommendation that 
|| they do pass: 
|| A bill (Hi. R. No. 56) making an appropriation 
| for the completion of the military road from As- 
|| toria to Salem, in Oregon Territory. 

A bill (H. R. No. 332) for the relief of Richard 
|B. Alexander. 
A bill (H. R. No. 334) for the relief of Simeon 
| Stedman; and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No. 10) for the relief 
of General Sylvester Churchill. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Gommittee on Pen- 
| sions, to whom were referred the bills (S. No. 110) 
| for the relief of Mrs. Jane Turnbull, and the bill 
| (S. No. 229) for the relief of Jane Turnbull, re- 
| ported them without amendment, and that they 
ought not to pass. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the petition of 
| Thomas Jones, and others, of Clermont county, 
Ohio, praying to be allowed bounty land for ser- 
|| vicesin the war of 1812, reported adversely there- 
on. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
| was referred the petition of Lemuel Worster, who 

served in the war of 1812, praying to be allowed 
bounty land, reported advenerty thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the petition of Mary 8. Taylor, widow 
of Alexander S. Taylor, a volunteer in the last 
' war with Great Britain, praying to be allowed 
bounty land, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Eliphalet Lyman, 
| praying to be allowed bounty land for his services 
| as surgeon to a militia company in the war of 
1812, reported adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of William Fleming, 
in behalf of himself and others of the marine ar- 
tillery who served in the war of 1812, praying to 
be allowed bounty land, reported adversely there - 
on. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Henrietta Carroll, 
widow of William Carroll, praying to be allowed 
bounty land for the services of her husband during 
_ the last war with Great Britain, reported adversely 
thereon. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
No. 511) for the relief of Nehemiah S. Draper 
| and William Holden, heirs-at-law of Mary Dra- 

per, deceased, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them 
without amendment: 
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A bill (HL. R. No. 547) for the relief of Benja- | 
min Wakefield; and 
A bill (FH. R. 453) for the relief of Robert W. 
Cushman, formerly an acting purser in the Uni- 

ted States Navy. 
Mr. KING, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Thomas | 


Jenkins, praying to beallowed a pension, reported | 


adversely thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Joseph Plummer, 

ardian of the minor children of the late Captain 
Ramwel Plummer, of the United States Army, 
praying the continuation of the pension hereto- 
fore granted to said children, reported adversely | 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the petition of Frank Madison, a | 


colored man, who served as a waiter to Major | 
Lee, in the Seminole war in Florida, praying to be | 


allowed bounty land, reported adversely thereon. || 
Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Public || 


Lands, to whom were referred the following bills, | 
reported them without amendment: 
A bill (H. R. No. 169) making an appropria- | 
tion for the payment of clerks employe 
offices of the registers of the land offices at Oregon 
City and Winchester, in the Territory of Oregon; | 


A bill (H. R. No. 490) for the relief of Isaac | 


Body and Samuel Fleming; 

A bill (H. R.No. 503) for the relief of Job Staf- 
ford, of the State of New York; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 504) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth McBrier, only surviving child and heir of 
Colonel Archibald Loughry, deceased. 


POST ROUTES IN IOWA. 


Mr. JONES submitted the following resolution; | 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and | 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing & post route from Sioux City, lowa, via the mouth 
of the Vermillion river, at the present established ferries on 


those rivers, to Fort Randall, Nebraska Territory; also from 
Neobrara, Nebraska Territory, to Fort Randall, Nebraska 
Territory, (four miles.) 


PRIMING APPARATUS. 


Mr. CAMERON submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- | 
sent, and agreed to: 





Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting an 
amendment, providing an appropriation to the Army biil, | 


to authorize the Seeretary of War to adopt and apply to the || 


present or future arms of the United States, the priming 
apparatus invented by Jesse 8. Butterfield, of Philadelphia. 


SECRETARY OF NAVAL SCHOOL. 


Mr. KENNEDY submitted the following res- | 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of increasing the com- 
pensation of the secretary of the Naval School at Annap- 
olis, in consideration of extra duties devolving upon that 
office. 


CIVIL WAR IN PERU. 
Mr. KENNEDY submitted the following res- 


olution; which wasconsidered by unanimous con- || 


sent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 
uested to inform the Senate, before the adjournment of 
Congress, if not incompatible with the public interest, 
whether the Government of the United States has, in its 
correspondence witli bis Excellency the Peruvian Minis- | 
ter, reeagnized that a state of civil war existed in Peru 
during the late struggle between Vivancg and Castello, and 
whether any, and what, measures have been taken to - 
tect American interestsin cargoes of guano purchased from 
Vivanco, or his officers or agents, during his occupation of | 
any of the guano islands within the territory of Peru. 
tnd he it further resolved, That the President be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the pablic interest, to com- 
municate to the Senate, before the close of the present ses- 
sion, the correspondence which may have taken place 
between this Government and the Government or the Min- 
ister of Peru to the United States on this subject. | 











WAR STEAMERS. 


_ Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- | 
structed to oe into, and report upon, the expediency of | 
providing for the construction of steam-engines suitable (or 
the prepu!sien of vessels of war, in order that the Govern- 
ment tay et al) times have in depot a suppty of such engines 
adequate aero wants, Whenever the occurrence of | 
a shall necessary a rapid and large increase of the | 

avy. i 





in the || 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the House of Repre- 
| sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 
A bill (No. 219) for the relief of William Heine, 
artist in the Japan expedition—to the Committee 
| on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (No. 229) for the relief of Samuel Good- 
rich, jr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 230) for the relief of Mary Bennett 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 233) for the relief of Sylvanus Burn- 
ham—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 238) for the relief of the heirs of 
Richard Tarvin—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 239) for the relief of Zina Williams 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 245) for the relief of A. Baudouin 
,and A. D. Roberts—to the Committee on Claims. 
| A bill (No. 258) for the relief of Augustus J. 
Kuhn—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 267) for the relief of ‘l'imothy L. 


| O’Keefee—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 277) for the relief of Mary Boyle 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 321) for the relief of John B. Roper 
/—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (No. 324) to allow the legal represent- 
atives of Samuel Jones five years’ full pay in lieu 
of half pay for life—to the Committee on Revo- 
| lutionary Chhishe. 

A bill (No. 476) for the relief of James Rumph 


|| —to the Committee on Claims. 


A bjll (No. 557) making supplemental appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 

ear ending Juae 30, 1859—to the Committee on 
“inance. 


| A bill (No. 269) forthe relief of David Bruce— 


|| to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


| The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following 
enrolled bills and joint resolution, which had 
heretofore received the signature of the Speaker 


of the House of Representatives: 
| 


An act for the relief of Laurent Millaudon; 
| An act for the relief of John Dick, of Florida; 
An act forthe relief of Anna M. E. Ring, Lou- 
isa M. Ring, Cordelia E. Ring, and Sarah J. De 
{ Lannoy; 
An act for the relief of William B. Trotter; 


| An act for the relief of James G. Benton, E. B. 


| Babbitt, and James Longstreet, of the United 
| States Army; 

An act for the relief of Susanna T. Lea, widow 
'and administratrix of James Maglenen, late of 
| the city of Baltimore, deceased ; 


‘| An act for the relief of Michael Kinny, late a 


| private in company I, eighth regiment United 
States Army; 


(| An act for the relief of John B. Hand; 


| An act for the relief of Brevet Major James L. 
| Donaldson, assistant quartermaster, United States 
| Army; 

An act for the relief of William Allen, of Port- 


| land, in the State of Maine; 


| An act explanatory of an act entitled ‘‘An act 
for the relief of Dempsey Pittman,’ approved Au- 

| gust 16, 1856; 

| An act for the relief of J. Wilcox Jenkins; 

| An act for the relief of Fabius Stanley; 

| An act for the relief of George A. O'Brien; 

An act for the relief of Rufus Dwinel; 

An act for the relief of Jonas P. Keller; 

An act to continue a pension to Christine Bar- 
nard, widow of the late Brevet Major Moses J. 
Barnard, of the United States Army; 

An act for the relief of Caleb Sherman; 

An act for the relief of Stephen R. Rowan; 

An act for the relief of Elijah F. Smith, Gilman 
H. Perkins, andédCharies F. Smith; and 

A joint resolution for the relief of John Gray- 
son. 


| 





RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of citizens of Mi letianey rele 
re- 


| tive to a division of the Indian agency in that State, 
'| committed to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
| Mr. STUART. 1 desire to withdraw the pa- 
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a nn 
pom in the case of Thomas Henderson. There 
a 


s been a report upon his case; but, in order to 

rfect some additional testimony, it is necessar 

or him to have the papers. I therefore moye 
that he have leave to withdraw them from the 
files of the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I object to it. I know 
nothing about this particular case, but I think it 
is a dangerous thing for us now to institute the 
practice of letting papers be taken away after an 
unfavorable report has been made. It is very im- 
portant, in afterwards considering the case,to haye 
the papers as they actually were when first pre. 
sented. If he be allowed to take the papers away 
we cannot verify their true character at the time 
he presents them again, when they may assume 
an entirely different aspect. It will do no harm to 
let the papers remain. 

Mr. STUART. I only wish to suggest to the 
Senator, as I did to the Senate, that the applicant 
informs me that he cannot make the additional 
proof, which is simply the fact that a certain per- 
son, alleged to be the heir, is really the heir-at- 
law of an individual, without having these papers, 

Mr. COLLAMER. I should want something 
to show that, because palpably on the face of it, 
unless from some extraordinary cause, that could 
hardly be necessary. 

Mr. STUART. I will say this: that will ask 
the leave of the Senate to withdraw these papers, 
leaving on file copies of them, so that there shall 
be no such difficulty. 

The order to withdraw the papers was agreed to. 

Mr. KING. I ask leave to withdraw the pa- 

ers in the case of John A. Pitts and Hiram Pitts, 
t is an application for an extension of a patent 
which has been reported against; but the parties 
desire to use the papers as evidence in a trial now 
ending in court, to be tried about the 20th of 
une, at a place in New York. There is an appli- 
cation through their attorney. I move that they 
have leave to withdraw their petition and papers. 
The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. FITZPATRICK, it was 
Ordered, That Edward D. Tippett have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 
RECESS—FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. HUNTER. I desire to offer a resolution 


for a recess, and ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That on and after to-morrow the Senate will 
take a recess from four o’clock until six o’elock, p. m., 
until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. WADE. I move to amend the resolution 
by adding: 

Resolved, That no member of the Senate, during the re- 
mainder of the session, shall speak more than five minutes 
on any question, except on leave of the Senate, to be granted 
or refused without debate. 


Mr. HUNTER. I believe that is not in order. 
It proposes a change of the rules, and requires a 
day’s notice. 

r. WADE. 
over, of course. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator had better give 
notice that he will offer it to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WADE. I give notice that I shall offer it 
as an independent proposition, and call it up to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Do I under- 
stand the resolution of the Senator from Virginia 
to be before the Senate: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. [I merely wish 
to suggest, that if the public business is such as 
to require us to take a recess from four to six 
o’clock, and is so urgent that discussion should 
be narrowed down to five minutes, would it not 
be better to postpone the adjournment, and trans- 
act the public business in proper manner. I can 
work as hard, and can endure as much, as most 
men; I have done it, and am willing to do itagain; 
but to come here at eleven o’clock, sit until tour, 
then take a recess and sit here in the night, dis- 
ghee men from properly attending to business. 

tis by such a process and system that the worst 
legislation is always transacted, to the injury of 
the country. At night sessions we are always in 
a hurly-burly, and legislation is done when mem- 
bers are all tired. 

When members’ pay was regulated by the 
number of days they sat, the country could then 
say they had some inducement for a long session. 
Their pay is now fixed by law; they get a certain 
sum, and if we leave here, take our pay, and neg 


If it is objected to, it will lie 
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lect the public business, it seems to me the ar- || adopted; but that the proposition made by the 
eyment will be on the other side of the question; || Senator from Virginia will be adopted and adhered 


— 


that it is the pay the members come here for, and 


not to transact the public business. I voted for || journment. 


fixing next Monday as the day of adjournment; 
but if the public business is such as to require it, 
I will vote to pe the day of adjournment, 
and let the public business be dispatched in a 
proper manner. 

Mr.SEWARD I hope the mover of the reso- 
jution will withdraw it, and let me call up my 
resolution for the prolongation of the session, and 
take the sense of the Senate on that. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would rather have the vote 














to. I voted against fixing this early day of ad- 
I did not believe it right then, and I 
|| do not believe it right now; but I find Senators, 
| who were fierce then to fix the day, now say that 





| we are paid by the year, and ought to sit here. 


They ought to have thought of that before they 
| fixed the day of adjournment. I think we may 

possibly get through this week, by meeting even- 
|| Ings, meeting early, working hard, and making 
' short speeches. am in favor of adopting the 
ein ageres made by the Senator from Virginia, 
| as the only proper and practical one; and if, to- 


. | 
on my resolution. Let us take the sense of the || wards the close of the week, we find that we can- 


Senate on that. 


yereatter. 
Mr.SEWARD. ThenI shall vote against this 
resolution, in order to take up mine. 

Mr. GWIN. 
York will bring up his resolution, and let us have 
a test vote on that. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will do so the first moment 
I get the opportunity. 

The VIC 


from Virginia. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 


tion? 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will make but asingle re- | 


mark on that subject. I have been an observer 


of the course of legislation for several sessions, | 
and I have seen this recess system, I think, effect- | 
It seems to me that the attention of | 
the members is rarely called to a subject under | 


ually tried. 


debate after dinner. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Texas will pause for a moment. 
grets that he feels obliged to call Senators to or- 
der. There is great confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
President, and try if I can drown the surrounding 
noise; but IT think it doubtful. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair requests 
Senators to come to order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I have ob- 
served that gentlemen are about the lounges and 
in the reception room, at evenings, after a recess 
has been taken and the Senate has reassembled, 
so that there are but a few persons attending to 
business. Indeed, I have often seen it when there 
were but three in the Hall, the President, the one 
that was engaged on the floor, and one other in 
reserve to occupy the residue of the time. I think 
that at evening sessions matters are hurried 
through without consideration, and without any 
degree of vigilance or care. For that reason I am 
not in favor of voting for a recess. I am willing 


to meet at any hour in the morning; I am willing | 
to vote for the prolongation of the session; | am | 


willing to do anything that will dispatch, in a be- 


coming manner, the public business of the coun- | 


try; but I am not in favor of a recess, having the 
experience I have had of the manner in which busi- 


ness is transacted under the recess system. For | 


that reason I cannot vote for a recess; but I think 


the adjournments ought to be regular; our meet- | 


ings ought to be regular; our adjournments at four 
or four and a half o’clock,and you may say meet 
at nine o’clock in the morning. I am willing to 
do that. 

Mr. SEWARD. I offer the resolution which 
I introduced a day or two ago to prolong the ses- 
sion, as a substitute for the resolution now before 
the Senate offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
doubts whether it is in order. The resolution of 


the Senator from Virginia is not a joint resolution; | 


but that of the Senator from New York is a joint 
resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
New York, whether he had not better take the 
sense of the Senate on his proposition separately. 

Mr. SEWARD. Very well. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend the res- 
olution of the Senator from Virginia, before the 
words ** until otherwise ordered,” by inserting 
the words ** and will not continue such sessions 
beyond ten o’clock, p. m.”” 

r. HUNTER: Lho 
press that amendment. 
matter to the Senate. : 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the ameridment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Illinois will not be 


the Senator will not 
e had better leave that 


I hope the Senator from New 


PRESIDENT. The question be- | 
fore the Senate is the resolution of the Senator | 


The Chair re- | 


I will raise my voice, Mr. | 


The Senator from New York || not get through, let us then adopt the proposition 
can try the sense of the Senate on his proposition || made b 


the Senator from New York. 
WIN. 


1 Mr. I hope this resolution will be 
| voted down, and that we shall extend the time of 
|| the session. It is perfect folly to think that we can 
|| get through legislation, if we have to commence 
| now holding evening sessions, with any degree of 
|| accuracy. I hope this resolution will be voted 
|| down, and that then we shall have a vote on the 
|| resolution of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am in favor of the res- 
|, olution offered by the Senator from Virginia, be- 
| cause I believe it will be very much better for us 
|| to go away at four and return at six o’clock, and 
| 
| 
| 
| 


work two or three hours in the evening, than it 
will be to keep on as we have been doing. It will 
be accompanied with a less degree of exhaustion, 
and more benefit to ourselves and the country. I 
am opposed to taking a vote on extending the ses- 
sion until we find that it is absolutely necessary. 
|| If it should become absolutely necessary, we can 
do it at a subsequent period. I am perfectly cer- 


it, and spend as litle time as may be absolutely 
necessary in talking, we can get through with all 
the public business before the day fixed for ad- 
journment; but, if it be found that the interests 
| of our constituents require that we should sit a 


| few days longer to dispose of pee business, I 


| would not object to that; for I think the Private 
Calendar has been too much neglected. But, in re- 
gard to the public business, I have no doubt that 
we can finish itif we endeavor to do so. Ihope, 
at any rate, we shall make the experiment. I| 
have no fears that, at evening sessions, we shall 
not behave here decently. We are an older set 
of men than the members of the House, and I 
have not heard complaints of their behaving very 
improperly, although they have had evening ses- 
sions for some time. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 





| ness in reasonable hours, but I do not believe at 
all in punishing ourselves by sitting through the 
night and endangering our health in order to close 
this session at a particular day. I think if we 
meet daily at eleven o’clock, and continue in 
| session for five hours, and then meet again at 
| seven and continue until ten, making eight hours, 
it is as many hours as we ought to be required to 
sit; and, in fact, | am opposed to evening ses- 
| sions at all, and shall vote against this resolution. 
'| I think five or six hours is long enough for the 
| daily sessions to continue. Business is pressing 
|| on us, and we want time to consider it, and do it 
pemey {1 cannot conceive why there should 
| be this immense pressure to close the session on 
{a particular day, and force us to night sessions, 
|| which are always attended with evil-_— 
| Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator allow me to 
‘| ask him a question ? 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WILSON. I want to ask him if he did 
not vote to fix this day? I have his name on the 
| yeas and nays voting to fix this particular day. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithinkitvery probable that 
| I did, but I will vote to unfix it when it becomes 
| necessary. Because | voted a month ago to fix 
;a day, and I find that we shall not get through 
| the business by that day, am I to be told that I 
cannot extend the time? It matters not whether 
| I voted to fix the day or not, I was for an early 
|| adjournment then, I am for an early adjournment 
| now—as early as is consistent with the business 
|| before Congress, and with allowing reasonable 
} time for its dispatch; but I am not for adjourning 
|| to-day week, if, in order to accomplish it, { have 
1 ot to sit here every night between this and next 
| Monday. I think night sessions are very un- 
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tain, in my own mind, that, if we endeavor to do | 
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Tam in favor of staying | 
here just as long as is necessary to do the busi- 
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——— Men get worn out, and improper legis- 

ation takes place, Men cannot sit here through 
twenty-four hours and keep a watch on every bill 
which comesup. The extravagant, improper ap- 
propriations are all made at such times. It has 
now become the practice that the general legis- 
lation of the country is put on to appropriation 
bills; and why? Because it is ar , under 
the pressure of an appropriation bill, and the 
short time allowed for its consideration, it can be 
goi through the Senate when it could not be got 
through standing on its own merits, I hope that 
the resolution will not be adopted at all; but if it 
is to be ees I think we should modify it so 
that we shall not continue the sessions later than 
ten o’clock at night. 











Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope very 
| much that the resolution offered by the Sena- 
| tor from Virginia will be adopted. I find in the 


| course of the discussion here but three points in 
the matter. To one of them, those who have 
discussed the question have not given that atten- 
| tion to which itis entitled. It is that the teso- 
| lution for adjournment has been passed by both 
Houses, and the Senate cannot repeal it. This 
is the attitude in which the Senate stands unques- 
‘tionably. We may repeal the joint resolution 
es far as our action is concerned, but the other 
House may refuse to agree to it. In this condi- 
| tion, when by the almost unanimous action of 
the Senate we have concurred with the House in 
‘fixing a day of adjournment, and that day the 
Sonat from Virginia comes 
before us, and asks us to give the means of 
consummating the public business, other gentle- 
men who do not want to adjourn, who did not 
want to adjourn at the time the resolution was 
adopted, and who do not want to adjourn now, 
for one reason or for another, it is immaterial to 
me what, propose to extend the time. I venture 
to say that every gentleman who wishes to extend 
the time will vote against the adoption of this 
resolution which will promote the transaction of 
the pubic business. 
_ The majority here did fix a day for adjourn- 
| ment, and the majority are called upon to carry 
out that resolution by transacting the public bus- 
| iness, which it is apparent is not to be transacted 
| in time to meet the day of adjournment, unless 
this resolution be agreed to. hy shall we not 
grant it? I see no reason. Even if you adopt a 
resolution which repeals the present day fixed 
for adjournment, the proposition ought to be 
sen as proposed now by the Senator from 
/irginia, because you do not know that the House 
will coneur in repealing the joint resolution for 
|adjournment. ‘To say that we will not provide 
for continued and longer sittings to attend to the 
| public business, is to declare that we intend the 
| public business shall not be transacted, and we 
now if the business should not be transacted, 
Congress, even if it should adjourn on the 7th 
will be called back again, and in that way Con- 
gress would be forced, with or without their will, 
by the refusal to transact business, to repeal the 
joint resolution as it stands. That is our situa- 
tion. Suppose the sense of the Senate be taken 
on repealing the joint resolution for adjournment 
and we agree to do it, we must send our action 
to the House and it will require their concurrence ; 
still it is but just to the public business and to 
| the past action of the Senate, that we should 
| adopt the ae made by the Senator from 
Virginia for the immediate and as rapid as pos- 
| sible transaction of the public business. 

Now, as for the proposition of the Senator from 
Illinois, which is the third one before us, it is to 
declare that at ten o’clock at night we shall have 
an adjournment. I suppose that empowers and 
| requires the Chair, at ten o’clock, to declare that 
| the Senate stands adjourned, withouta vote. Ev- 
ery one, who is a close observer of the business 
of the Senate, knows that whenever there is a bill 
before the Senate to which there is any earnest 
opposition, it is debated; and if such a proposi- 
tion were adopted, it would be very easy to con- 
tinue a diseussion from the hour of nine to the 
hour of ten, and thus defeat it. It is idle to sit 
| here if two or three men can talk until the hour 

of ten o’clock and compel an adjournment, thus 
wasting the very time we have provided for busi- 
ness. Ido not think that proposition ought to 
be adopted under any circumstances; but I really 
cannot think that we ought to reject the resolu- 





ye? 


Sears 


4 


a $ 
o 

+ 
x 
$ 

t 


te 


— 


DERBY add BEG 





AME RT 





- ' 
rss 


Date teers» AR EMIS BIN ES PP ml 9 ic nn paca ho ns 


Iga 


Ne 
ue 


anaes 


Sie + Chee Fi iit i LA msi Leer ye BIEN - 


ee ee en 


we enue 


ek 


a 








astonished at the pertinacity with which thiseffort | bs portinacity Saihahieh thiabiiet || . Wir. BUGLE. Ie deaiead he acim 
to adjourn Congress on the 7th of June is pressed | 


tion of the Senator from Virginia, which furnishes | 
us time to prosecute the public busine 88, 80 as to 
getit through, if itis possible, by the 7th ‘of June. 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 
California will pause amoment. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from New York that, upon 
examining these two resolutions further, he be- 
lieves the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from New York would be in order if it be desired 
hereafter to offer it. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope he will offer it. 

Mr. SEWARD. will then, with the consent 
of the honorable Senator from California, offer 
my resolution as a substitute for that of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The immediate 
question is on theamendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr.SEWARD. But, if the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia willallow me, I will state very briefly that 
the resolution to rescind the former one fixing the 
day of adjournment, if it is to be passed by both 
Houses, ought to go to the House of Represeni- 
atives as early asto-day. If it is postponed until 
Thursday or Friday it will be too late. I wish 
to state further, that I think we are only in the 
beginning of a great question about curtailing the 
legislative sessions of this country. ‘The policy 
of the States for several years past has been to 
abridge the sessions of their Legislatures. In 
some States they will not allow the Le gislature 
to sit over one hundred days; in some States, sixty 
days. In other States they will not allow a Le- 
gislature even to meet more than once in two 
ye ars. And finally this policy which has thus 

ecn adopted in so many of the States has reached 
us here, and we are engaged in curtailing the ses- 
sions of the National Legislature, the only fruit 
of which must be the increase of the power of 
the executive department, transferred from our 
own supervision to the uncontrolled supervision | 
of the executive administration. 1 wish to meet 
that question at the threshold. I shall hereafter 


} 
Congress. 


For a quarter of a century, Congress 
has never adjourned at a long session within that 
period of time; and we have got more important | 
questions that it is our duty to act upon at this | 
very time than ever have been before the Con- | 
gress of the United States within a week of its | 
adjournment. I hope, therefore, that the resolu- || 
tion of the Senator from Virginia {Mr. Hunter] 
will be voted down in the first place, and that the 


resolution of the Senator from New York, [Mr. 
SEWARD,] postponing the adjournment, will be 
adopted. It t is a farce to pass the resolutions of 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] without 
ziving the President the means to enforce them. 
f England insists on the right of visitation, there | 
will be war, and the sooner we prepare for the | 
contest the better. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator from New | 
York will not push his proposition as an amend- | 
ment to my resolution. I myself believe that we 
shall have to extend the session; and while | 
would vote against such a proposition as an | 
amendment to the resolution I have offered for a | 
recess, | might be willing to vote for some scheme 
of extending the session. I do not think it will | 
require to be extended so long as the Senator from 
New York proposes. 1 believe that to- -day fort- 
night we shall probably get through with every- 





should not be unwilling to vote against every 
scheme for extending the session, but I must vote 
against it as an amendment to this resolution. I 
think we ought to take a recess, and make an 
honest effort, if we can, to carry out this joint 
resolution. Iam willing to do so; and then, if | 
we find that we cannot carry out the joint resolu- 
tion, and cannot get through with the business | 
in a week, let us extend the time another week. 
That seems to me to be proper. I hope the Sen- | 
ator will Jet us take the sense of the Senate on 
this, and offer his resolution afterwards. 





|| thing that requires our attention; and therefore I || 
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by members of “this body and the other House of || T 





vote to retain Congress in its place to perform its 
duties and render the necessary support to the | of explaining my own vote, to express my con- || 
Executive, and supervise executive action, in- || currence with the views of the Senator from Vir- | 
stead of voting to release them from attendance; | ginia. [am perfectly willing, if the public busi- | 
and I am glad I can do it under circumstances || ness requires it, to stay here longer than the time | 
which will relieve me and the Congress of the || fixed; but I wish, i in the first place, to make an 
United States from any mapeeen of pecuniary honest, sincere effort to get through by the time | 
interest in insisting upon such a measure. fixed. I believe that we can accomplish very | 
| 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish simply, by way 


Mr. HUNTER. lLunderstand thatthe resolu- = much if we get together in the evenings at six 
tion of the Senator from New York is not before | o’clock, instead of sitting here to the late hour we 
the Senate. | dointhe afternoon. Weshall not be so exhausted, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. IL is not before the | and we can accomplish more. At any rate, we | 
Senate. can show adesire to the other House to get through | | 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have a vote | by the time fixed—an honest desire to meet their 
on the question pending. wishes which have been expressed on the sub- | 

Mr. GWIN. Then I will speak to the reso- | ject—and then, if the public business requires it, 
lution before the Senate. Its passage must, neces- | | would stay here longer; but I do not anticipate | 
sarily, preclude a portion of the members of the | the difficulties spoken of by the Senator from New | 
body from participating in its proceedings. Every || York. If we send his resolution down to the other 
member of the Senate, whose health is such that | House at any time, it will go there with much 
he cannot attend the evening sessions, will not || more force after we have ascertained to a reason- 
attend those sessions. There aresome members |, able certainty that the business cannot be con- 
here whose health will not permit them to attend | cluded, than if we send it down in advance. 
night sessions. ‘The Senator from Mississippi, |, Therefore, while I shall vote against this as an 
(Mr. Davis) for instance, who has been a long || amendment, I wish to say that, if at the proper 
time out of his seat, and has just been able within | time I find the business requires it, | am perfectl 
the last few days toresume it, and who is chair- | willing to extend the session to such time as will 
man of one of the most important committees of | enable us to finish the business; but until that time 
the body. It will be impossible, I take it for | comes, until the necessity is manifest, I hope we 

ranted, for him to do so without endangering his | shall go on and endeavor to do what we can. 

ealth. Then there is the Senator from Texas, } The VICE PRESIDENT The question is on 
(Mr. Henperson,) who is not even now able to || the amendment of the Senator from Illinois, to 
be in his seat, and in bad weather cannot attend || add to the resolution the words ‘and will not 
the Senate. ‘There are other Senators in the same || continue such session beyond ten o’clock, p. m.”’ 
condition. 1t seems to me that the proper course || The amendment was rejected; and the question 
for us to adopt, would be to meet at ten oreleven | recurred on the original resolution. 
o'clock, and sit until five or six or seven o’clock, Mr. SEWARD. I offer my resolution as an 
if need bes i in the evening, and then adjourn; but | amendment, to strike out all after the word ** re- 
we net to pass the resolution of the Senator solved,’’ and insert: 


from New York, first, and see whetherthe House | 'The House of Representatives concurring, that the reso- 
of Representatives willextend the session. | lution directing the Presidentof the Senate and the Speaker 
} 





If the resolutions of the Senator from Virginia __ of the House of Representatives to declare their respective 
Houses adjourned sine die on the first Monday of June next, 
at 12 o’clock, m., be, and the same is hereby, rescinded, 


| 
| 
[Mr. Mason] should pass, as they will, it seems to | 
and that the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 


me that we assume a belligerent attitude towards 
the greatest naval Power of the world, and adjourn 
without providing any means for the "President to 
enforce the principles avowed in these resolutions, 
and thus maintain the honor and dignity of the 
count If, as some suppose, and as | sup 

this di jeulty ia not to be amicably settled, I am 


House of Representatives declare their ere Houses 
adjourned sine ~ on Monday, the 2ist une next, at 
twelve o’clock, in 
Mr. BIGLER. Is that amendment in order? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the amendment is in order. 





_ May 31. 


Mr. BIGLER. It destroys the original prop. 
osition entirely, for it is of a different character. 
he original resolution proposes to regulate th. 
order of business in the Senate; the amendment 
has reference to the adjournment of Congress, 
they are entirely different propositions; the one 
is not necessarily affected by the other. I suggest 
to the honerable Senator from New York whether 
his amendment can be entertained. It does not 
relate to the transaction of business here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has de. 
cided the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. BIGLER. I shall not appeal from the de. 
cision of the Chair; but I think it isa settled prin. 
ciple that a proposition which destroys entirely 
the sense of an original motion, ought not to be 
entertained. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say 
to the Senator that it is expressly laid down that 
itmay bedone. That is a mode often adopted to 
make the friends of the original proposition de. 
sert it. An amendment may be totally inconsist. 
ent; but it is not for the Chair to reject it on the 
ground of inconsistency. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move to strike out ‘* 21st,” 
and insert ** 14th.”’ I shall then vote against the 
proposition. 

Mr. WILSON. I voted against the foolish pro- 
ject to limit this session. I thought it wrong then; 
but I find those gentlemen who were so earnest 
to do it then, very anxious now to retrieve their 
blunder. The Senator from Virginia has made 
a fair proposition that we make an honest effort 
to redeem the vote we gave, and now comes in 
this proposition here, with an evident attempt to 





| embarrass some of us who were then right, and 


who want to carry out what they forced upon us, 
I hope the Senator from Virginia, if this be pro- 
posed, will withdraw his motion, and let us take 
a vote on this, and I will vote to ‘extend the ses- 
sion, and then make his motion, and I will vote 
with him. Ido not want to be complicated by 
this amendment, and I have asked, personally, 
that it should not be pressed upon me. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall vote against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New York, because we 
| do not know yet whether the session should be 
| extended, 

Mr. COLLAMER. There is a motion made 
to insert the ** 14th”’ for the ** 2ist.”’ 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that. [shall vote 
both against the amendment of the Senator from 
Maine and the amendment of the Senator from 
New York on this ground: it requires the joint 
action of the House, and in the interim it is per- 
fectly evident that we must pass the resolution of 
the Senator from Virginia. The House may or 
may not act upon our resolution, if we should 
pass it to-day; and in the mean time, if we should 
go on withouta recess, the House may determine 
that they will not extend the session. I think it 
much more appropriate to pass the resolution of 
the Senator from Virginia, and then, as a distinct 
resolution, if it is considered necessary that the 
session should be extended, pass one for the 14th 
or the 2lst June, and send it to the House, and let 
them determine whether they will accede to it or 
not; but we cut ourselves off from the benefit of 
a recess and probably of finishing our business, 
y passing the resolution of the Senator from New 

ork, as a substitute, in this form, because we 
cannot know what the action of the House on it 
will be, probably for two or three days. 

Mr. ‘TOOMBS. It was on my motion that the 
Senate took up the resolution of the House of 
Representatives to adjourn on the 7th of June, 
which seems now to be assailed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts on the ground that somebody 
committed a blunder. I thought it was right on 
that day, and I do to-day, and there is no contin- 
gency except public war that will make me vote 
to rescind it. I have sat here many years, in the 
two Houses of Congress, aslongas ten months ata 
time, and I never knew what you call the business 
of the country to be more advanced a week before 
adjournment thanitisnow. Inthe thirteen years 
I have sat in Congress I never knew a time when 
the public business was so far advanced within 
seven days of the end of the session, as it is to- 
day. e House of Representatives have sent 
you all the public bills, and all the private bills 
that ought to pass. They have been considered 
by our committees, and are before us. Itis true 
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ing a bridge two days, as we did on Saturday, 
there are not days enough made by God Almighty | 
to get through. {Laughter.} e could never | 
et through in a thousand years; eternity would | 

e too short to get through. (Laughter.}] But we 
can get through with all the business we need to 
do. We can give all the time the public business 
requires; and if we prolong the session for three 
months we shall be no nearer the end of public 
business two weeks from now, the Ith of June, | 
or the 2lst of June, than we are to-day. The) 
time will be spent as six months have been spent 
heretofore—in talking generally to people out of | 
doors, and not to the business before us. Givea 
month, and the public business will be abandoned, | 
and we shall begin to talk generally on the state | 
of the Republic, watching, as the Senator from 
New York said, the Executive. That seems to | 
have been the chief business, instead of legisla- 
ting—watching and abusing the Executive. In 
my judgment the time is too long; I wish it was | 
to-morrow. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to appeal to the Sena- 
tor from New York to withdraw his proposition | 
for the present. If it be necessary to extend the 
session at all, the necessity will be obvious two or | 
three days hence. I do not think it advisable to 
push it now, and [ask him to withdraw it, and let | 
us vote upon the question submitted by the Sena- | 
tor from Virginia, and we shall then in a day or 
two be able to determine his proposition. 1 hope 
he will withdraw it, and that we shall then geta 
vote on the question. 

Mr. SEWARD. At the request of the Sena- 
tor from Michigan, | will withdraw my propo- 


' 


sition, stating my regretand my surprisg that my || 


honorable friend from Massachusetts should have | 
thought that I was willing, under any circum- 
stances, to embarrass him or anybody else. I 
voted, when it seemed to be the sense of both 
Houses of Congress, to fix the day for adjourn- 
ment, under the expectation that it would have | 
the effect to expedite the public business, and with 
the belief that if the business was not sufficiently 
matured when the time fixed for adjournment | 
came, it would be changed. I have nothing to 
regret about the vote I gave then. I believe the | 
vote fixing the day has been beneficial thus far; | 
I believe that to extend the time now will be a | 
wise policy, as it was to fix it at that time; but L | 
say circumstances have occurred which render it 
necessary. Here is this great question of the dis- | 
turbance in the Gulf of Mexico; here is a propo- 
sition giving power to the Executive; and a great | 
many other propositions. At the suggestion of 
the honorable Senator | withdraw my amendment. | 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move to lay the res- | 
olution of the Senator from Virginia on the table. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
The resolution was adopted. 


MEXICAN PROTECTORATE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up the res- 
olution I introduced some time since, providing 
for raising a select committee to consider the pro- 
priety of a protectorate over Mexico, Nicaragua, 
Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, and San Sal- 
vador. I make this motion for the purpose of 
obtaining a vote upon it. The session is drawing 
to a close, and I desire, if itis to be referred, that 
there may be an opportunity at the next session, 
if not at this, to make a report on the subject. 1 
hope the Senate will take itup. It is not with a | 
view to make a speech that I make the motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 
Mr. MASON. I offer the following resolution, 





Resolved, That tlie Senate will proceed on Friday next, 
at twelve o’clock, m., to the consideration of the resolutions 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations touching 
the alleged aggressions of British armed vessels on the com- 
meree of the United States in the Gulf of Mexico and adja- 
cent seas, to the exclusion of all other business. 


Mr. IVERSON and others. I object. 
Mr. MASON. Objection having been made to 
the consideration of that resolution to set aside a 


159 


and ask for its present consideration: | 
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|| particular day for the disposition of the report of 


| the Committee on Foreign Relations, I ask that 

| that report be now taken up. I take it for granted 
the Senate will see the propriety of some final 
disposition of the subject. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to permit a formal resolution 
to be taken up, and passed, which wil? not take 

'upaminute. It is the resolution I offered on 
Friday in reference to custom-houses. The Sen- 
ator from Maine has.a little amendment to offer 
to it, and it can then be passed. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not feel at liberty to yield 
the floor. - In my judgment this question is a 
matter of too much moment to permit me to yield 
it. lam sorry that I cannot do so. 

Mr. IVERSON. Lhope the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will not prevail. Ido notsee 
any necessity for hurrying the consideration of 
these resolutions. There isa great deal of im- 
portant business that ought to be acted upon by 
this branch of Congress, in order that it may go 
to the House of Representatives before Iriday, 
because, as we all know, by joint rule no original 
bill can be sent to the House of Representatives 
after Thursday next. We can acton bills which 
have come from the House, on Friday and Sat- 
urday, but we cannot send any bill to the House 
of Representatives on these days. I think that 
all oar time that is not taken up in the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills ought to be expended 
upon bills of this body, so that we may pass them, 
and send them to the House of Representatives 
that they may act upon them on Friday and Sat- 
urday next. These resolutions in relation to our 
difficulties with England can be taken up on Friday 
or Saturday next, when we cannot act on our 
buls, if we have nothing from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives to act upon, or on Monday; oreven, 
if it be necessary, the Senate can sit over, after 


|| the day of adjournment, upon this business. It 


is unnecessary that it should adjourn on Monday; 
it may prolong its session when the House of 
Representatives has gone, and then we can act on 
this business having reference to executive con- 
siderations. I hope, therefore, that the resolu- 
tions wil] not be taken up now. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion; and they were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to say that, whilst [ am 
in favor of the gener! views indicated by the 
Committee on Foreign Re.ations, | see no neces- 
sity for separate Senate resolutions. If these were 
joint resolutions, requiring the assent of the other 
Llouse as a matter of legislation, | would vote to 
take them up; but as it is, 1 see no benefit that 
is to result from them. I shall vote against the 
motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to say, in reference to 
the question of taking up, that | am very willing 
to vote with my colleague to fix Friday for the 
| consideration of his resolution; but I shall vote 
against taking them up now, because I think we 
ought to get up the appropriation bill. 

The quéstion being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bright, 
Broderick, Brown, Caineron, Clay, Davis, Fiteh, Fitzpat- 
rick, Foot, Gwin, Hale, Hammond, Houston, Jonson of 
Tennessee, King, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Reid, Rice, Sebas- 
| tian, Seward, Shields, Slidell, Stuart, Thomson of New Jer- 
| sey, Toombs, Wilson, and Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Fessenden, Foster, Green, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Hunter, Iverson, Jones, Kennedy, Pearce, Pugh, Simmons, 
‘Thompson of Kentucky, ‘Trumbuil, and Wade—2l1. 
| So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
| sumed the consideration of the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, (as the judgment of the Senate,) That Ameri- 





| American flag, remain under the jurisdiction of the country 
| ation, or detention of such vessels by force, or by the exhi- 
| bition of force, on the part of a foreign Power, is in deroga- 
tion of the sovereignty of the United States. 

Resolved, That the recent and repeated violations of this 
immunity, committed by vessels of war belonging to the 
navy of Great Britain in the Gulf of Mexico and the adja- 





|| them on their voyage, requires, in the judgment of the Sen- 


cent seas, by firing into, interrupting, and forcibly detaining 
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ean vesse!s on the high seas, in time of peace, bearing the || 


‘| Mr. MASON. 
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ate, such unequivocal and final disposition of the subject, 
by the Governments of Great Britain and the United States, 
touching the rights involved, as shall preclude hereafter the 
occurrence of like aggressions. 

Resolved, That the Senate fully approves the action of - 
the Executive in sending a naval force into the infested 
seas with orders “ to protect all vessels of the United States 
on the high seas from search or detention by the vessels of 
war of any other nation.” Anditis the opinion of the Sen- 
ate, that, if # became necessary, such additional legislation 
should be supplied in aid of the Executive power as will 
make such protection effectual. 

Mr. MASON, There remains now but half an 
hour before one o’clock, when the special order 
will come up, of course. The Senate on Satur- 
day, by its vote, refused to postpone the special 
order in order to dispose of this subject. re- 
sume, therefore, I take it for granted, such will 
be the will of the Senate to-day, that they will 
not postpone the special order for the purpose of 
disposing of this subject. I therefore move that 
the resolutions be postponed until Friday next, 
and made the special order for that day, to the 
exclusion of all other business, at one o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say that Friday has 
been before assigned by the Senate for private 
bills; and there are a very great number of pri- 
vate bills that have passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives that are waiting the action of the Sen- 
ate; and next Friday, perhaps, is the only day 
left for them. I hope, in justice to those claim- 
ants, that day will not be taken from them. 

Mr. MASON. I have no desire in the world 
to take Friday from private bills; but we must 
remember that but Friday and Saturday remain 
for the business of the Senate under the present 
order of the two Houses. I should have ne ob- 
jectgon to fixing Saturday; but we know Satur- 
day will necessarily be occupied in disposing of 
the business of the session. 

Several Senarors. Take the vote now. 

Mr. MASON, I certainly would take the vote 
now if there would be no debate. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think there will be any 
debate. 

Mr. MASON. I withdraw the proposition, to 

| see if the vote can be taken. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Witson] to the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haxe.] 

Mr.'TOOMBS. 1 should dislike very much if 

| these resolutions were to pass in their present 

form, as I do not atall concur in the report of the 

Committee on Foreign Relations. I should like 
| to have a substitute adopted by which something 

could be done. As to these resolutions express- 
| ing the opinion of the Senate, I would not give 
| them any time at all, if that is all we are going to 
| do. If we are going to do more, I think Friday 
| will be too late. I think we ought to go on and 
| pass a joint resolution, instructing the President 
ta seize those ships and bring them in until we 
| hear from England. As to merely saying that we 
must palaver about it with England again, | would 
not vote for such resolutions. 

The honorable Senator from 

Georgia says the resolutions of the committee are 

not worth the paper on which they are written— 

being the mere expression of the opinion of the 

Senate. I will say nothing in reply to that, ex- 

| cept that they were the judgment of six members 


'| of this House, constituting six of the seven mem- 


| bers of the committee to whom the subject was 
confided. { do nut mean to go into a debate; but 
I would ask permission to say, that the action of 
| the committee was framed upon this condition of 
things: they found that the question was under 
the present charge of the Executive; they were 


|| satisfied with the disposition the Executive so far 


had made of it; they were reluctant to do any- 


; ‘| thing which might unnecessarily and improvi- 
| to which they belong ; and therefore any visitation, molest- || 


dently involve the country in a war which might 
be averted; and, therefore, their recommendation 
was only prospective. I consider that the judg- 
ment of the Senate, should it be pronounced upon 
these resolutions, will have very great weight in 
aid of the Executive arm, in the correspondence 
now pending between the two countries. The 
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Senator from Georgia may think otherwise. He | be rushing on her fate. It is perhaps inevitable, 
sooner or later, and whenever she sets her time | 


But, sir, let us ad- |! 
| 


may be right, but the alternative proposed by the 
amendment is either to give additional force, by 
way of language, to the resolutions, wich I think 
will amount to but very little, or to change their 
character, and substitute an act of war for the res- 
olutions, which are recommendatory and pros- 
pective. J hope the amendments will not prevail, 

Mr. TOOMBS. My objection, as I stated very 
fully, to the resolutions of the committee was, that 
the y proposed nothing but the expression of the 
opinion of the Senate. I believe that, as far as 
opinion has been expressed, it is unanimous, not 
only here, but in the country; butitleads to noth- 
ing. There is no power in the Executive to do 
what, in my judgment, ought to be done. He can- 
not act without the action of the two Houses; he 
has no authority to go down there to do anything 
more than prevent further aggression; he can do 
nothing for the past. I desire to authorize him 
to do something for the past. As for our commit- 
ting an act of war, I hold that an act of war has 
been committed, in the face of our declaration 
from the last war with Great Britain to this hour, 
in the face of the uniform policy of the country 
at all times; and we are to talk to England again 
about this thing; to go to her, and inquire whether 
she authorized the commanders of the Buzzard 
and Styx to commit these outrages. If that is 
the opinion of the Senate, the Senator is right; 
but it is not worth while to make a special order 
of those resolutions; | am utterly opposed to that. 
It amounts to nothing except the expression of 
the opinion of the Senate, when I believe there is 
but one opinion throughout the whole country. 
Iam opposed to the resolution which says it is 
time for England and America to settle this ques- 
tion. It is settled; the argument is exhausted; 
and we have nothing to do but to stand by our 
arms. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the pending amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. 
Hate; which is, to strike out all after the words 
** yoyage,’’ in the fourth line of the second reso- 
lution, and insert: 

Are belligerent in their character, and should be resist- 
ed at all hazards, by all the power of the country. 

Mr. WILSON proposed to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding: 

And the President is hereby authorized and empow- 
ered to employ the naval jorce of the United States, and 
to send such force to the scene of the recent outrages, with 
instructions to capture the ships which have comuitted or 
which may commit these belligerent acts. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 1 wish to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that I differ with the honorable Senator from 
Georgia. 1 think there is much substance in these 
resolutions; I think the resolutions of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations have taken high, 
strong, clear, and true ground; and that if it is 
maintained earnestly and faithfully by this Gov- 
ernment and by the country, they will accomplish 
all our purposes, It is not a small thing to re- 
solve that we are determined that England shall 
abandon the rightof search. I think it will prob- 
ably bring war. I hardly believe thet England 
will abandon the right of search without a war. 

Tam not for making a declaration of war by 
indirection. If it is the intention of the Senate, 
if it is the will of this country, whether we are 


prepared or not, to Re into a war, let us make a ; 


formal declaration of war. Itisa momentous mat- 

ter. Let it be done with all proper form. If we 

intend to abandon the ancient usages, if we omit | 
the ** Feciales’’ of the Romans, and send no mes- | 
sengers for explanation; let us at least cast the 

bloody spear in due and solemn form. Iam not) 
willing to be swept by the very first wave of pub- | 
licexcitement into so great a war as this—still less | 
am I willing to be smuggled into it by an amend- 

ment toanamendment. If we intend war let us | 
declare war. 
it. We have just and ample cause of war. We 

have received the most flagrant ingults; and I re-| 
peat that if this country is prepared to go into it | 
and will make asolemn declaration of war, I shall | 
not bang back, nor will the people whom I repre- | 
sent. Buta war with England will be the most | 


THE CONGRESSION 


I do not say that I am opposed to || 


for it, that must be our time. 
here to these resolutions; let us give her a chance 


to postpone an event, which, whenever it comes, | 


| will change the whole face of human affairs. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
| thatit becomes us, upon such an occasion as this, 
| to proceed with firm, determined, but cautious 
step. If we are to goto war, let it be for injuries 
done to our country. Let us not go to war for 
words which are impatiently and passionately 
used by us. 
but all thimgs firmly, patriotically, and bravely. 


Great Britain has done us awrong—I think we are | 


all agreed about that; a wrong for which we are 
bound in interest and in honor to require some 
reparation and proper and ample reparation. But, 
sir, it becomes our dignity to proceed to obtain 
that redress in a proper and dignified manner. 
How is that to be done? We want no war of 
words; we want to say nothing but that which is 
just necessary to convince Great Britain that we 
feel with proper national sensibility the outrage, 
as we call it, which has been committed upon us. 
We want, then, in an appropriate, becoming, and 
dignified manner, to ask her for reparation; and 
when we have received her answer we shall know 
what to do; but surely it becomes us not to go to 
war upon the instant; not to go to extremities 
until we have demanded of her reparation. If one 
gentleman offends ayother he asks first for repa- 
ration, voluntary reparation, and that being re- 
fused, he takes his own hostile course if he thinks 


proper; and for infinitely stronger reasons ought | 


that to be the case among nations, whose subor- 
dinates may do a wrong that the nation itself may 
be willing to disavow and make ample atonement 
for. 


that we should not make war ourselves before we 


have informed Great Britain of the cause, and the | 
inevitable consequences of her act unless proper || 


satisfaction be made. When that voluntary sat- 


isfaction is refused, it seems to me it will be time || 


enough for us to engage in actual hostilities. 
Hence I think these resolutions, although I con- 


| people; and, if we are toerr, I would rather err in 


the forbearance of angry and quarrelsome words, | 
It is a cause of | 


or angry and quarrelsome acts. 
too much consequence between parties of too 
much power and dignity, to indulge in anything 
that is hasty or inconsic 

relsome words, or in quarrelsome acts. Our dig- 
nity requires a different course; and the more 
firmly and resolutely we intend to have satisfac- 
tion, the more dignified it will be in us to endeavor 
| to obtain first the voluntary retribution and repa- 
ration which we have a righ 

land. 
demanded it ina manner becoming us,,and be- 
coming her, without insult, or without aggravating 
circumstances, and it is refused, then we feel that 
| we stand on firm and solid ground, and are acting 


| to maintain the dignity and honor and rights of || 


| our country. 

Sir, Iam like the gentleman from Georgia in 
one respect. 
ment have perpetrated acts upon our commerce, 
on the high seas, which we cannot permit. These 


to imply that it is our wish to enter into negotia- 
tions with Great Britain about the right of search 
or right of visitation, and to require of her an open 
and express abandonment of that right. I donot 


want any negotiations with Great Britain, or any 


which is exhausted; our minds are made up on 
that question; and we do not wish that the Gov- 
ernment of England should understand that we 
| consider the question on our part as open for any 
argument. We have made up our minds on it. 
| e “2 wish to negotiate with her about these 


acts. hen she refuses to make reparation for 





AL GLOBE. 


It seems to me, sir, | 


I want to do nothing precipitately, | 


I think, therefore, we should donothing rashly ; | 


fess they do-not perhaps go to the extremes of that | 
| prudence which we are bound to observe, still are | 
sufficient to convey the meaning of the American | 


erate, to indulge in quar- | 


it to expect from Eng- | 
When we have done that; when we have | 


The officers of the English Govern- | 


resolutions seem, under one interpretation of them, | 


discussion with Great Britain, about the right of 
search or right of visitation. That is a subject || recklessly and passionately; that there is anything 


| them, then we will decide whether they are of 
momentous event of the last three centuries, if not | consequence or importance enough, either to our 
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be for the commission of these acts, is entirely un. 
important to us. Whether she has done them 
under any supposed emergency, whether she has 
done them because she feels authorized to do them 
in virtue of any right of search or visitation to 
which she may pretend, is a matter of indifference 
tous. We may say to her: * Hold your Opin- 
ions, but forbear to do those acts which are jin. 
jurious to us and for which we must make war: 
| ‘that is all we ask.” She is fully authorized, so 
far as I am concerned, to maintain her preten- 
sions to visitation and search until time shal] 
wear them out and obliterate them. I will not 
quarrel with her for an opinion; I will not go 
to war with her for a difference of opinion; but 
when she undertakes to perform acts under those 
opinions, those acts I am concerned with, and 
those acts I must resist or submit to, as it best 
| suits me. I want no discussion about the right 
of visitation or the right of search, and I should 
| think it unworthy of this Government to enter 
into any negotiation on that subject. I care not 
upon what grounds she may found her preten- 
sions. All I ask of her is, to forbear such action 
| &$ 1s injurious to my country; and when she has 
done that, she may weigh as she pleases, in her 
_ national pride before the world, all these sover- 
eign rights of hers about visitation and search on 
the high seas, to the nations who please to sub- 
mit to them. I want to negotiate about these 
' acts, these acts merely, and no further negotiation 
than to inform Great Britain of the acts that have 
been perpetrated or performed by her officers on 
| our coast, and to know of her whether she is will- 
ing to make that reparation which this country 
thinks it is entitled to. I want an answer on that 
peers more negotiation about it, unless it re- 
ates to the simple facts that are brought in ques- 
tion. Was the attack made? Under what circum- 
stances was it made? With what aggravations, 
or with what circumstances of mitigation, was it 
made? These are the only topics of negotiation 
between us. I want no more lea¥ning, | want no 
| more diplomacy, upon the question of visitation. 
I will not ask Great Britain fora renunciation of 
that, because I care nothing about it. Upon what- 
| ever pretensions, high or low, ancient or modern, 
you find a right to stop our ships engaged in lawful 
commerce on the high seas, that thing we will not 
submit to. As long as you entertain these opin- 
ions, and hold them as opinions merely, we will 
not quarrel with you about them, however erro- 
neous we may think them; but the moment you 
attempt to act on that or any other pretense, and 
to perform acts injurious to us, we will resist 
those acts. 

With that understanding, and that interpreta- 
| tion of these resolutions, I think they are of some 
consequence, and | shall vote for them; but | want 
no negotiation. I want it understood that we have 
no negotiation about abstract rights. It is prac- 
tical wrongsand injuries alone for which this coun- 
try wants redress; and I will not enlarge, and al- 
| low that matter to be diluted, and to run intoa 
| long volume of diplomacy about abstract righis 
| and laws of the sea. We will submit to no actual 
wrong; we will resist that; but if Great Britain 
will forbear that as to us, I am satisfied; but I 
| think it is our duty, before we take redress into 
"| our own hands, to apply to the Government of 
that country for redress. I think this isdemanded 
of us by our own character. It is demanded of 
us by the peace of the world; demanded of us by 
all nations, and by all laws, to apply to her for 
reparation. That refused, we are either to sub- 
mit, or we must take redress into our own hands; 
| and the world will warrant and justify us, and our 
| country will warrant and justify us. That is the 
‘| course I desire to pursue. I would not have it 

understood by the world that we are proceeding 








| like intimidation intended by our course. I want 
it to be understood in all our acts that we intend 
| a little more than we say, and that we are certain 
|| to do what we intimate it is our purpose and in- 
|| tention to do, in everything that concerns our na- 
| tional honor and our national rights. That is the 
|| language I desire to hold towards foreign nations; 
| the language of peace; the language of remon- 
|| strance; the language of friendly demand for sat- 


of any century since the world began. Iam not | honor or our interest, to make them cause of war. | isfaction for wrongs done; and that refused, then 


blind to the disasters and calamiues the earlier | 
peo of it will probably inflict on us; yet I be- | 
eve that if England provokes us to it, she will | 


Great Britain may be perfectly oo to renounce 
these acts, to disavow them; and that is all 
have a right todemand. What her reasons may 


we 


\ comes the time for quarrel; and then the Senate 
of the United States will be prepared, I am sure, 
to go as far as any equal number of citizens of the 
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n- United States, and a step further, because of their | acts of war on our side, which the resolutions Mr. IVERSON. If this motion of the Senator e 3 
™m places, to vindicate whatever has been done, which || carefully avoid. They are acts of offense, and | from Mississippi prevails it will not only deprive 4 ake 
as we ought to vindicate, and which we ought to re- || very high offense, which are now being inquired || the Long Bridge of any appropriation for repairs, 3 
m sist. 1 shall vote for these resolutions with this || into by the Executive. At most, the language | but it will give the whole $6,000 to the two other ite 
to understanding and this view of them. | used by the amendment is only language of more | bridges undoubtedly. er ae ) 
ce Mr. MASON. The pending question, I under- || explosive character than that contained in the |} Mr. BROWN. I have already notified the 1 a a 
n- stand, is on the amendment offered by the Sena- || resolutions, and I hope it will not be adopted. Senate that in case thisamendment shall prevail, i 7 
n- tor from Massachusetts. Now, that amendment || Mr. HALE. I do not waat to occupy time, | shall propose to reduce the appropriation pro rata. l 
ir; proposes to confer a power upon the President to || but simply wish to say that bythe authorityupon || Mr. IVERSON. If the Senator from Missis- f 
so capture any offending ship, and bring it in. It is || which the report is founded—the case of the | sippi will move to strike out the whole appropri- Se a 
n- a proposition, therefore, to confer a power onthe || Marianna Flora, in 11 Wheaton—the Supreme || ation, | will go with him, because I do not beiieve 18 if Le 
all President by vote of the Senate, which, upon its || Court of the United States judicially declare that || Congress ought to keep up these bridges for the ttn & 
ot face, could not be done. Apart, therefore, from || these are belligerent rights and acts, and can only || benefit of the people of Washington or George- eh 4 
z0 the objections to the measure itself, I think that is || be justified as such. Now, if they age belliger- || town either. Congress has paid the expense of 1a 
ut improper. |i ént, and such is the doctrine of the Supreme || constructing these beidges, and now I think the ye i 
se Mr. WILSON. I haye been appealed to by |) Court of the United States, why shall not the || people of the District ought at least to pay the eS 
nd the Senator from New Hampshire, who moved |' Senate say so? [ think we all knowit. Our own || expense of repairing them; but if you repair one, ‘eee 
st the original amendment, to withdraw my propo- | tribunals have so decided, and I think it becomes || | think you are in duty bound to repair all. I am 4 
ht sition; and, on careful reflection, I find that these || us to say so. I ask for the yeas and nays on the | not in favor of appropriating money to repair 
Id resolytions are to be simply the expression of the || amendment. || bridges at Georgetown and do nothing+for the : 
er opinions of the Senate, and propose no action. || The yeas and nays were ordered. || bridges of the city of Washington. If the Senator Ce 
ot he amendment [ submitted, in order to be of any '| Mr. GWIN. Itseems to me, Mr. President, |! from Mississipp!, or any other gentleman, will > ae ; 
n- value, would have to be adopted by both Houses | that we are making a declaration of war by the || move to strike out the whole clause, I will vote Fy ae 
on of Congress. I therefore withdraw that amend- | passage of these resolutions, without providing || for that motion; and if I had been here when the gi 
ag ment. | have simply to say, however, that | hope || any means for the President to prosecute that war. || original proposition was presented to construct § Be 
er the Executive has given the orders, and that the | Certainly it is impossible that these acts of the || these bridges, | should not have voted a dollar ae 
ar ships which have been offending against us will || officer¢ of Great Britain can have been committed || for their construction... I do not put the construc- 
on be sunk or brought into the harbors of the Uni- |) without authority. I have never for a moment |, tion or repairs of these bridges on the same foot- 
ib. ted States. || entertained the idea that they were not authorized || ing with your construction of water-works. The 
se The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on || to do precisely what they have done. Therefore, |, Government, as a Government, is not interested 
on the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp- || they are the acts of the British Government. I || in these bridges. Individuals are; the traveling 
ve shire, [Mr. eat || cannot see how itis possible for them to withdraw || community are; and the Long Bridge is of more 
on Mr. MALLORY. The complaint I have of || after they have progressed fo such an extent as || concern, of more importance, and of more interest 
ill- the resolutions is that en pepe nothing but || to bring down the indignation, not only of this |, to the people of this District, and to the people of 
ry what is fully established and known at this day. || Government, but of the people of the United States. || the United States generally, than fifty such bridges 
vat They point only to giving an expressiorof this || It seems to me that the best thing we can do, || asareinGeorgetown and over the Eastern Branch, 
re- body, which expression of opinion is fully under- || would be to give authority to the President of the || that the Senator from Mississippi has so much 
es- stood by our people, and by the civilized world. || United States to pursue the offending vessels and | care about. He takes especial care against this 
m- They do not confer on the President any power to | bring them into port for what they have done, and || one, and the inclusion of one is the exclusion of 5 
ns, meet the contingency before us. The opinions || then, if Great Britain objects to it, and makes a | the other. ‘That is an old rule, I believe, which bo 
3 it of this Government on this subject are distinctly || declaration of war, we should be ready to meetit. || the Senator will recognize. He is very hostile to ‘| 
on known to the civilized States of the world. They || What are we doing? Weare passing resolutions || the Long Bridge; and in exhibiting this hostility re 
no have heretofore been acted upon. There is no dis- | that certainly look to difficulty with Greet Britain, || to that, we infer that he is exceedingly friendly ee 
yn. senting voice throughout the United States in re- |, and we are making no preparations to meet it. It || to the others; but I do not suiaenteh this dis- ® 
of gard to them; and the British Government knew |! looks more like a farce than anything else. crimination, and I am not in favor of making it. 3 
at- perfectly.well that this course of procedure would | The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must ||) Mr. BROWN. Ido not wish to discuss the be 
rn, involve a collision. The resolutions simply ex- || call for the special order at this hour. || question, and do not mean to eo it; but I will say ate 
ful press an opinion, without conferring on the Presi-'| Mr. FESSENDEN. I was very much in |! again that my object in withdrawing appropria- ac p 
rot dent a single solitary ounce of power that he does || hopes || tions from this bridge is that we may ultimately dee 
in- not possess now. They point only to negotia-'| Mr. GWIN. I have not got through. || do what I think Congress ought to do—construct fw a 
rill tion. I would suggest that the resolutions beso || The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair calls up || a proper bridge at the proper place. The present ede 
ro- amended as to imply negotiation or active resist- || the special order. || bridge, as has been charged over and over again, $ 
‘ou ance; and if it be in order to move a joint resolu- Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope it will be taken up. || and proved a dozen times, and yet the proof has ' 
nid tion as a substitute for the three resolutions be- || Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the special || to be made every time the question comes up, not ie 
sist fore the Senate, I will move a joint resolution | order for one hour—until two o’clock—in order | only obstructs the navigation of the river below 
which will point to the power of negotiation, and || that we may end this discussion. || Georgetown, but, in the judgment of the medical * j 
ta- at the same time, in the failure of that,authorize || Mr. HUNTER. 1 hope not. \\ faculty of Washington, and of all living in the +e 
pie the President at once to proceed to right this The motion was not agreed to. || western end of the city, is detrimental to the health ; f 
ant wrong. I ask the Chair if it is in order to move Mr. MASON. I now move that these resolu- || of all that portion of the city; and the best in- ta. 
ave to substitute a joint resolution ? } ; || tions be postponed until Saturday next, at one || formed believe it is detrimental to the health of 
ac- Mr. TOOMBS. That was decided this morning. |! 9’clock, and be made the special order then, tothe ;| the presidential mansion. ‘Lo cross it will require, 
1n- The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator || exclusion of all other business. [** Oh, no.’’] I || in going from the depot at Washington to Alex- 4 
al- send up the amendment? The Senator from Flor- || make that motion. andria, some fifteen or twenty minutes longer than Ci 
oa ida gives notice that he will offer an amendment || The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion isin || to cross the riveratGeorgetown. ‘Toreconstruct ¥ 
his to the resolations after they have been perfected. | order, if there be no objection. || the bridge, which will have to be done if this site . 
ual The Secretary will read, for information, the Mr. TOOMBS. I object to that. I wish them || be maintained, for it is now almost worn out, will 
ain amendment to be proposed by the Senator from | to be postponed; I do not want them passed at || cost whoever does it $2,000,000 more of money. 
tI Florida. ’ , | all. They can be taken up on Friday or Satur- || |] avow my whole object to be in the end to get ; 
nto The Secretary read Mr. Maurory’s substitute, | da , as they do not require joint action. | clear of the bridge, to get clear of it entirely, for e274 
of as follows: Mr. MASON. Iask for a vote on my propo- | three reasons: first, that it obstructs navigation; ‘ 
led » Peeseeet by ee and House of apesesntetions i sition—— oeeeneaes it is destructive to the public ne 
of of the United States of america, in Congress assembled, That || ‘E PRE ENT. 2 specis »y || and third, that it requires more time to reach a 
b the recent proceedings of the Britieh naval oGicers = che is on ae Thad ek Go wa 4 oe \| given oint that oe than it will the other way. e 4 
y Gulf of Mexico, upon the high seas, in forcibly arresting | 18 before the Senate, and it must be postponed in || g1 I y , y a | 
for and examining vessels of the United States, owned and nay- || order to give the Senator from Virginia an oppor- |, ‘These are the three grounds upon which I base i 
ub- igated by American citizens engaged in lawful trade, are | tunity to make the motion he desires to submit. | my opposition to it. Bo long as you continue to ears 
ds tiiowt justiiaton, and paliaton in derogation of We | “Mr. HUNTER. My colleague can make his | patch it up and keep it there, you will build no te 
our neithersurrender nor suffer to be infringed with honor; and | MOtlon to-morrow in the morning hoar. bridge anywhere else; nor will anybody else. pf 
the that the President of the United States be authorized to.| Mr. MASON. 1| yield, when I cannot make || it was away, then the great interests of the coun- il, 
e it adopt immediate measures to arrest at once acontinuance | my motion. try would require the construction of a proper ie 
ing of such indignities. \| ; bridge at a proper place, and I want to cut loose t 
ing The VICE PRESIDENT. The question at | CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. from it. ee 
ant present is on the amendment offered by the Sen-|| ‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, || Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How much . 
ond ator from New Hampshire to the second resolu- || resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. Ne. | will it cost? 
ain tion reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 200) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- Mr. BROWN. A bridge can be built for all ; 
in- tions, || penses of Government for the year ending 30th | the purposes of a railroad bridge, and for the pur- 
na- Mr. MASON. The amendment of the Senator |, Saat 1859; the pending question being on the |; poses of common travel, together with the recon- 
the from New Hampshire is to strike out certain | amendment of Mr. Brown, to strike outthe word | struction of the aqueduct over the piers above 3 
ns; words from the resolution and insert other words | ‘* Potomac’’ from the item appropriating $6,000 || Georgetown, for $1,000,000. The estimate is, Aiea 
on- declaring that the act of England in these aggres- || to repair the Potomac, navy-yard, and upper | that to build a railroad bridge at the site of the f 
sat- sions On our conm.merce is the act of a belligerent. | bridges in the District of Columbia. || present Long Bridge, will cost upwards of three et 
hen Now, the act of a belligerent is an act of war; Mr. BROWN. I hope we shall have a vote on || million dollars. I do not pretend to say that the 
ate and if the Senate is prepared to say that these || this question. I do not want to discuss it. | ask | obligation is upon Congress to build the one or | 
re, acts of d, in these ions, are acts of || for the yeas and nays on the amendment. i| the other of them. I have brought forward no 
the war, then it may be that we should meet them by || The yeas and nays were ordered. | proposition, and do not mean to bring forward 
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any, to build a railroad bridge at either point 
now, or at any time. I am in favor of crossing 
the Potomac river by railroad, not at the site of 
the present Long Bridge, where you mustalways 
have draws, obstructing the passage—where you 
must always have the risk of running off through 
those draws, |ut where it may be permanent, 
constructed upon stone piers, and the railroad 
will run over a distance of three hundred yards, 
instead of running largely over a mile, across a 
bridge. As I said before, Ido not want to dis- 





cuss the question. These are the reasons for the 


movement. I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall have a vote. 
As much interested as | am in the bridge, | am 
unwilling to debate it, and delay the bill. I will 


only say that I differ very much with the Sena- | 


tor from Mississippi in regard to the grounds 
he has taken. I do not believe the Long Bridge 
affects the health of the city; I believe it can 
be shown that the mud flat was there before the 
bridge was put there. It may give some little 
inconvenience to navigation, but that is all. The 
convenience of the bridge is to market people and 
those who are trading here. There is a system 
of roads on the other side, in Virginia, made tn 
reference to this bridge, which has been there 
forty years. But I shall not detain the Senate 
with discussion. | hope we shall have a vote. 
Mr. DAVIS. I believe with the Senator from 
Georgia, but I shall not repeat his argument, that 
all the bridges stand on the same footing so far as 
appropriations from the Treasury are concerned. 
I wish to say, however, that | do not believe this 
bridge’ is injurious to the navigation of the Poto- 
mac as high as Georgetown. I believe it is ben- 


eficial to it. The bar which is formed now above | 


the causeway is the result of the great expansion 


of the river. It would be distributed through the | 


whole channel if there were no obstruction inter- 
” . . ry 

posed there of an artificial character. The bar 

results from the causeway; and from the bar re- 

sults the deeper channel under the draw-bridge. 

I believe it is an improvement to the navigation 

of Georgetown; | believe itis an injury to the 


health of the western part of Washington; but if 


we are to continue appropriations for bridges 
leading from the capital into Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, | do not see why this should be excluded, 
for I think it the best of the whole brood. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, Chand- 
ler, Clay, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Mallory, Polk, Pugh, Rice, Seward, Slidell, Stu- 
art, Thompson of Kentucky, Wileou, and Wright—21L. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Broderick, Clark, Cling- 


man, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Durkee, Fitz- | 


pat oh ae Hamlin, Harlan, Hayne, Houston, Hunter, 
verson, Johuson of Arkansas, Jones, Mason, Reid, Sebas- 
tian, Simmons, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Yulee—29. 


So the Senate refused to strike out. 


Mr. BROWN. 1 move to amend the bill by 
adding after line one hundred and ninety-five, 
which makes an appropriation for lighting Penn- 
sylvania avenue: 


For extending gas pipes through the public reserva- 
tion, commonly known as the Mall,on Four-and-a-halfand 
Seventh and Tweitth streets, $16,400, or so mucii thereof as 
may be found necessary, to be expended under the direc 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, so soon as the gas 
pees shall be extended to the edge of the reservation or 

fall aforesaid, by the city authorities, or citizens interested 
therein. 


The House of Representatives have passed a 


bill, which lies upon the table, for this object, 
and it was unanimously agreed to by the Senate 
Committee on the District of Columbia. I move 
it in this form, the substance of it at least, to 
avoid the necessity of discussion, or an attempt 


to pass that bill. The public reservation called | 


the Mall, divides all of the southern portion 
of the city from all the northern portion. The 


city authorities and persons interested, are very | 


anxious to extend the gas into the portion of the 


city in which the penitentiary and other public | 


buildings are, but they are not disposed to pay 
the-expense of running gas pipes and putting up 


lamp-posts through the public grounds. Thisis | 
simply to do-for the Government what every citi- | 
zen is required to do in front of his own house, | 
to put down your own gas pipes and putup your | 


own eo osts over your own grounds. 


Mr. H 


THE CO 


TER. It seems to me that the peo- || 
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are to carry gas. It is for the benefit of the city. } to keep the property still for taxation. The cor- 
If we light Pennsylvania avenue and the public |, poration of Georgetown asked a rehearing and 


buildings, it is as much as we ought to be required | 


to do. 


we gave it; and after that rehearing, we all came 
to the same conclusion again, and the committee 


Mr. BROWN. If the Senator had listened to | instructed me to offer thisamendment. There ig 
what I said, he would have seen that it is con- | a city debt; | think the Mayor told me it was 


fined exclusively to the public grounds, and the 
appropriation is not to be made until the gas is 
taken through all the property which belongs to 
the city and private citizens. All you are asked 
to do is simply to extend it through the ground 


that belongs to the public—the Mall, the public | 
reservation on which the Smithsonian Institu- || 


about two hundred thousand dollars. No matter 


| what it may be, the amendment provides that the 


property shall be assessed, and that the owners 
shall pay, in six equal annual installments, the 


/ amount which would be their proportion relative- 


ly, on the value of their property. 
Mr. MASON. How are you to enforce the 


tion, the Weshington Monument, and the Public || a aT 
4) 


Armory are located. 
Mr. HUNTER. Ido not think there is any 


the amendment will be voted down. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on the District of Columbia to offer the fol- | 


lowing amendment; after line one hundred and 
sixty-one, appropriating for the insane hospital, 
insert: 

For the salaries and incidental expenses of the Institu- 
tion tor the instruction of the Deaf and Dumb and Blind in 
the District of Columbia, authorized by the act approved 
May 29, 1858, $3,000. 

Subsequent to the tit e estimates were 

Subsequent to the time when the estimates were 
made by the Department, we passed a law, which 


I holdin my hand, appropriating $15,000—$3,000 | 
a year, for five years—to this Institution. ‘The | 


amendment is drawn-in the language of the law. 
It was approved bythe President on the 29th day 
of this month. 


Mr. HUNTER. Are these the salaries pro- 


vided by law? 


Mr. HAMLIN. Yes, sir. The language of 


the appropriation is the language of the law, which 


is, **shall be allowed for five years forthe payment 
of salaries and incidental expenses of said insti- 


tution.”? Thatis the language of the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I am directed by the same | 


committee to offer the following amendment, to 
follow line one hundred and ninety-five. 


That hereafter the northern boundary of the corperation 
of Georgetgwn shall be terminated by the prolongation of a 
line along the road and Eighth street, to the western limits 


of the present corporation: 4nd provided, That the prop- | 


erty set apart from the incorporated limits, as above, shall 
be appraised by three commissioners, appointed by the cir- 


cuit court of the District, and the owners thereof shall pay | 


into the treasury of the corporation of Georgetown, in equal 
annual installments of one, two, three, four, five, and six 
years, sucl sums as said commissioners shall apportion as 


anequitable ratio of the several estates set apart, to the | 
whole vaiue of the appraised real estate of Georgetown, as | 
shown by its lastappraisement: 4nd provided, Thatanap- | 
peal from the said commissioners may be taken by the owner | 


or owners Of any piece, or pieces of property, to the circuit 
court, and that the decision of said court shall be final and 


conclusive: .4nd also provided, That the report of the said 
commissioners shall be entered upin said court as judgment 
against the property, to be collected by suit, as other taxes 


on real estate are collected. 


I will detain the Senate fora very few moments, 


while I state the reasons which brought the com- 
mittee to the conclusion at which they arrived in 
this matter. It will be seen, if Senators will take 
the trouble to look at the plan which I hold in 
my hand, that the city of Georgetown is very 


_ nearly a parallelogram. At the northeast corner 


of that city is a little strip of land, about sixty 


rods wide, and very nearly a mile long, projecting 


into the county. It is suburban; it is rural; it is 


as much a part of the county as all the rest of | 


the county that surrounds it. 


Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator from Maine | 
allow me to appeal to him? We cannot put this | 
sort of legislation onan appropriation bill. If we | 


do, we shall not get through in three, or four, or 
five months. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Iam not going to detain the 
Senate five minutes; I will make short speeches. 
This strip of land rans up, as I say, about three 


quarters of a mile, and contains lots that are es- | 


timated at about fo es each. T erous | ; 
about four acres each. The oncrou by the United States; and that the Secretary be directed to 
i 


part of it is that upon these lots, which are little 
farms, the authorities of Georgetown assess front 
taxes to make roads and to pay for gas lights 
down in the city. All, or nearly all of the com- 
mittee went to the ground for the purpose of look- 
ing at it and examining it. A majority of the 


_committee—I think every member wlio went there 


—was decidedly of the opinion that it was a se- 
vere tax to compel these men to remain within the 


ple of the city ought to provide the pipes which |, corporation limits of the city proper, who want 


| terest. 


ir. HAMLIN. The section pledges the lands 


| for the payment of them, by which pledge they 
public interest in lighting that up with gas. I hope | 


will certainly be holden. 

Mr. MASON. I agree with my colleague per- 
fectly, independently of the merits or demerits of 
this question, be they what they may; the pro- 
pare is to put alien matter on an appropriation 

ill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want to state one fact. This 
amendment comes in at the very point where we 
are called upon to make an appropriation for these 
very streets I want it to go on here, and cut off 

| that tail end of the city running up into the coun- 
ty, for the purpose of saving us hereafter from 


|| appropriations to that part which isin the county 


substantially; and we might just as well make 
appropriations for all the rest of the county of 
Washington as for that little point of land. ‘That 
is my judgment. 

Mr. MASON. I still say it is to ingraft alien 
matter altogether on an appropriation bill, and 
matter exceedingly interesting to the persons who 
live in that part of the county. We cannot in- 
quire into, or discuss, or understand it on an ap- 
propriation bill. Lhope it will not pass. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—ayes 18, noes 19. 

Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mitiee on Foreign Relations to offer an amend- 
ment, to come inat the end of the first section of 
the bill: 


For satisfying the claims of the States of Maineand Mas- 
| sachusetts, under the stipulation of the treaty between the 
| United States and Great Britain, concluded on the 9th day 

of August, in the year 1842, asum not exceeding $11,496 81 
in satisfaction of such claims of the State of Maine; and 
| $9,215 13 in satisfaction of like claims of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts ; to be audited by the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury. 
| Mr. HUNTER. What are those claims for? 
I should like to have some explanation. 

Mr. MASON. Those claims are to return to 
those States respectively that amount of money, 
which the States of Maine and Massachusetts ex- 
pended in defense of the Aroostook country, as it 
was called, and is provided for by the treaty of 
1542. ‘lhe States have paid, from time to time, 
the claims as they came in. They were sent to 


|| the Treasury Department, examined by the proper 


accounting officer, and are said to be just and cor- 
rect. 

Mr. HUNTER. Are they provided for in the 
treaty? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 


‘|| Mr. POLK. I will also state that one of them 


has already passed the Senate—the one in favor 
of the State of Maine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notthis; thatis another 
matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations to offer another amend- 
ment of like character: 


| dnd beit further enacted, That the proper accounting offi- 
| cers of the Treasury be directed to ascertain, as among the 
expenditures of the State of Maine in defending the tern- 
| tory heretofore in dispute with Great Britain, wie amounts 
paid in borrowing money for those expenditures beyond the 


|| rate of six per centum per annum, whether in the form of 


discounts, or otherwise, in all cases in wh'ch the principal 
of such expenditures and interest upon them at the rate of 
six per cenium have heretofore been refunded to said State 


pay the amount so ascertained out of any moneys in the 
reasury not otherwise appropriated, to any properly author- 
ized othcer of said State. In making the ascertainment 
herein directed, the accounting officers shall compute the 
principal and interest of the difference between the cush 


| received by Maine in negotiating stocks and notes, and the 
|| nominal amount of such stocks and notes, and the interest 


acerued thereon; and in cases where Maine was obliged, in 
negotiating for moneys, to inerease the rate of iuterest on 
previous loans, the amount of such increase shall be com- 
puted and allowed, but not so as to reckon interest upou in- 
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Mr. HUNTER. 1 should like to hear this 


explained. What moneys were expended by 
Maine? D bi 

Mr. MASON. Theamendmentis in the words 
of a bill which was reported by the Senator from 


Missouri, [Mr. Pork,] from the Committee on | 


Foreign Relations, by their instructions, and they 
further instructed that as the bill could not pos- 
sibly get through at this session, it should be of- 


fered as an amendment to the appropriation bill. | 


The bill was accompanied by a report, which ex- 
plained it fully, and which can be read, if desired. 
Mr. PUGH. Before that, I should like to make 


a question of order: this is a private claim. The | 


other was in pursuance of treaty, but this is a pri- 
vate claim. 

Mr. HAMLIN and Mr. FESSENDEN. This 
also based on the treaty. 

Mr. MASON. If one is under the treaty, this 
just as much so. 

Mr. PUGH. Thisis to pay an additional rate 
of interest to what we have already paid. 

Mr. MASON. If gentlemen will allow the re- 
port of the committee to be read, [ think they will 
see the character of the claim, and be satisfied that 
it is not a private claim, but to carry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty. 


-_. 
D 


i 


77) 


The Secretary read the following report, made | 
by Mr. Po ik, from the Committee on Foreign | 


Reiations, on the 30th of March: 


The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of George M. Weston, the commis- 


sioner of the State of Maine, have had the subject under | 


consideration, and now report: 


——— 


| 
| 
} 


That by the fifth article of the treaty of Washington, con- | 


cluded the 9th day of August, A. D. 1842, between the Uni 

ted States of America and her Britannic Majesty, it was 
covenanted by the United States to pay and satisfy the State 
of Maine for all claims for expenses incurred by her in pro- 
tecting the thereupon disputed territory on the northeastera 
boundary of the United States. ‘Thatin the year 1839, upon 
the sudden emergency of the Aroostook war, for the pur- 
pose of raising the means of protecting said disputed terri- 
tory, the State of Maine issued and sold her six per cent. 
stocks to the amount of about eight hundred thousand dol 


lars, at a discount below their nominal value. Also, that | 
in order to raise additional amounts of cash, she exchanged | 


six per cent. stocks for five per cent. to the holders of such 
five percents. Under the act of Congress of the 3d of 


March, 1851, the United States has paid back to Maine the | 
actual amount of money she realized by such sale and ex- | 


change of stocks, and also interest thereon at the rate of six 
per cent. perannum. Under said act, Maine claimed not 
only the amount so paid to her by the United States, but 


also the amount of discount and loss, with interest thereon, | 


which she was compelled to incur by the aforesaid sale. 


On the 10th of April, 1852, the Treasury decided to pay as | 
is stated above, refusing the claim for losses inthe sale and | 


exchange of her stocks. The agent of Maine at once ap 


plied to Congress for further relief, and the Senate decided | 


in her favor, in August, 1852; but having failed to obtain 
the relief sought, owing to the fact that action by the House 
was not had on her claim, she now presses her claim be- 
fore Congress. 

Your committee think that the losses so incurred by 
Maine, in the sale and exchange of her stock, for the pur- 
pose of raising money to defend the disputed territory, as 


aforesaid, together with interest on the same, is as much a | 
part of the expenses incurred by her, in the sense of the | 


treaty of Washington, as the amount already refunded to 
her by the United States, and ought, accordingly, to be paid 
and satisfied to her. ‘They therefore beg leave to reporta 
bili for that purpose. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Stuart in 
the chair.) The Senator from Ohio raises a ques- 
tion of order, that this amendment is excluded by 
the 30th rule of the Senate, the last clause of which 
reads: ‘*no amendment shall be received whose 
object is to provide for a private claim, unless it 
be to carry out the provisions of an existing law, 
or a treaty stipulation.’? The Chair in this case 
would feel bound by the decision of the commit- 
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—some of these advances were made in time of 
war—below par? Are we to go back and ascer- 
tain what they may have lost by a particular mode 
of raising money in order to remunerate them? 
Take the case of a claim between you and me. I 
may have advanced money for your use,and having 
advanced the money, I amentitled to be refunded 
the money and the interest upon it, but surely I 
have no right to raise a claim of damages, to say 
that I chose a particular mode of raising this 
money, and | lost by that mode. That is my con- 
cern. All you have to do is to repay me with in- 
terest whatever | advanced for you. It seems to 
me that the United States have done that in rela- 
tion to Maine, and she has no right now to claim 
more. I believe that if we sanction this claim, 
we shall find itto be a precedent out of which will 
grow a great many claims foramany other States 
of the Union. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I knew that the Senator 
from Virginia was very sharp, but I did not think 
he could carry his sharpness to the extent to 
which he has carried it in this ease; and I can 
only account for it by supposing that he really 
does not understand the question before the Sen- 
ate. Itis this: Maine was called upon to defend 
her territory; she had not money in her treasury 
to the amount of $800,000; she had to raise that 
money by a loan; she had to borrow money, just 
as the United States are compelled to borrow 
sometimes; she issued her bonds to the amount 
of $800,000; of course she had to go into the mar- 
ket with them; and, in going into the market with 
them, she could only obtain money by selling 
those bonds at a discount of some twenty thou- 
sand dollars. She had to pay the whole $800,000. 
The treaty stipulation is, that Maine shall be re- 
funded what she expended, with interest. How 
much did she expend in good faith? Eight liun- 
dred thousand dollars, with interest; because she 
had to pay $800,000, and the interest on that. 
Now, when the United States are called upon to 


make good their treaty stipulation thatthey would | 


refund to Maine what she had paid, with interest, 
is it for them to say that they will pay her only 
the money she received on the sale of her bonds? 
She did not sacrifice her bonds willingly. It was 


a contingency arising at once; the money must | 
be had at once; she got it on the best terms she 


could; she put her bonds into the market, and 
sold them as well as she was able; she got $780,000 
for bonds of $800,000; those bonds of $800,000 


bear interest, and a portion of them are bearing | 


interest to this day. Do the United States remu- 


nerate Maine by saying they will not pay the dis- | 


count? The discount is part of the interest which 
the United States agreed to pay; and the stipula- 
tion was, to refund her what she paid, with inter- 
est. To do this, you must pay her the face of the 
bonds she issued, with interest upon them; other- 
wise, you make Maine lose what she was abso- 


lutely obliged to pay to obtain the money. Now, | 


the objection comes singularly from the Senator 


| from Virginia, for the United States have done 


———-v 


tee as contained in their report, which states that | 
this provision is to carry out a treaty stipulation, | 


and he therefore decides the amendment to be in 
order. 


Mr. HUNTER. This seems to me to bea very 
important precedent which we are about to estab- 
lish. The whole amount of the claim of the 
State of Maine was that we should refund her 
money she actually expended in defending her 
rights, with legal interest uponit. That we have 
done; and she now comes to us fora claim in the 
shape of damages, saying that because she chose 
to raise the moneys in a particular way, that is 
by the sale of stocks, we are to make good to her 
any loss she may have experienced in raising the 
money in that mode. If we do this, how many 
of the States may come upon us, for there are a 

reat many who have advanced to the United 
tates, and whose claims have been settled hereto- 
fore? How many have probably sold their stocks 


this very thing for his State. The United States 


have paid Virginia more than six per cent. inter- | 


est, because she was compelled to pay it. 


Mr. HUNTER. When? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not remember the | 


exact time, but the Senator’s colleague can tell 
him that itis so. The statute has been pointed 
out to me, and with a little time I could show it. 
It is an absolute fact, as I know, for I have in- 
vestigated it; but if it had not been, is there any- 
thing more just? The stipulation of the treaty 
is, that the United States would refund to Maine 
what she paid with interest. What did she pay? 
Eight hundred thousand dollars and the interest 
on that sum. The Senator from Virginia ob- 
jects that, because she was compelled to sell her 
bonds for a few thousand dollars less than their 


face, she must lose the difference. Is that making | 


her whole? That debt exists to the present day, 
and is the foundation of the greater part of the 
claim. 

Another part which is a small part, only about 
a thousand or two thousand dollars, arises from 
another circumstance. Maine was compeiled, as 
I said, to borrow money. The amount which she 
borrowed on her six per cent. bonds in the way 
I have described, did not cover the whole case. 
Under a provision of our statute, the banks bind 
themselves, when they take their charters, to lend 
the State, on certain contingencies, a certain 
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amount of money at five per cent. interest. That 
loan was up to its highest pitch, and Maine could 
not get another dollar from her own banks, but 
the banks told her, ‘if you will take a certain 
portion of the five per cent. bonds which we have 
for your other loan, and give us six per cent. 
bonds in their place, we will let you have the 
money.’’ In that case she gave only six per cent., 
but she lost the difference between five and six per 
cent. That made a difference of a thousand dol- 
lars or so. That is the mode in which she had 
to obtain money. In both cases, Maine has abso- 
lutely paid out money, and the treaty provides 
that she shall receive what she expended, with in- 
terest. There cannot be anything more fair and 
honest. The proper committees of the House and 
of the Senate are unanimous in saying that the 

claim is manifestly just and proper, without a 

single dissenting voice in either. 

Mr. MASON. I will read the provision of the. 
treaty under which this claim is made. The Uni- 
ted States stipulated by the fifth article, among 
other things— 

“To pay and satisfy the States of Maine and Massachu- 
setts respectively, for all claims for expenses incurred by 
them in protecting the said heretofore disputed territory, 
aud making a survey thereof, and to pay and indemnify 

+ them ior all claims for expenses incurred,” &c. 

The committee thought this was an expense, 
and a legitimate expense, incurred in getting 
money by the sale of depreciated stocks. 

Mr. HUNTER. Lapprehend the Senator from 
Maine will find himself very much mistaken, if 
he thinks any such advance has been made to Vir- 
ginia on this principle. He will probably hear 
something on thatsubject from the chairman of the 
Committee on Claims, and he will see that a pretty 
large amount is involved on this very principle. 
1 maintain that all the Governments is Coed to 
do, is to repay the State her advances with inter- 
est. It has nothing to do with the selling of bonds; 
it has nothing to do with the mode in which the 
State has raised the money. 

Mr. MASON. The stipulation of the treaty is 
| that which we are to be governed by. 

Mr. HUNTER. Certainly. 
Mr. MASON. Now, the stipulation of the 


to the State, or refund to the State any moneys 
that it advanced; but the stipulation of the treaty 
is thatit will repay to the State all expenses that 
it incurred. The claim is that, in raising this 
money, Maine was obliged to raise it at depre- 
ciated rates, and that was an expense incurred. 
Mr. HUNTER. Itis aclaim for damages. 
Mr. POLK. I happened to be on the commit- 
tee which examined this case, and drew up the 
| report. The State of Maine is in this fix: she 
executed her bonds to raise this money, and she 
has got to pay the full amount of dollars called 
for by these bonds, and the interest called for by 
them. Ifshe has sold these bonds at a discount 
of five per cent., for instance, to raise money, 
and has spent that money, her expenses are not 
refunded by paying back to her the money that 
| she got. She has to pay the full amount, and the 
amount she pays is the amount of expense she is 
at. That is the language of the treaty—not that 
she shall be refunded all moneys that she may 
, have paid out; but that she shall be mann aser 
for all expenses that she has incurred. Ow, 
| what is true in the case of the bonds sold by her, 
is also true in the case of the exchange of six per 
cent. for five percent. bonds. She could not get 
the money on her five per cent. bonds, and was 
compelled to issue her six per cent. bonds, and 
now she has to pay the amount of those bonds, 
with six per cent. interest; and when she has 
paid the bonds, with six per cent. interest, Ll ask 
any man if that is not the amount of expense she 
has been at? The language of the treaty is that 
she shall be paid the expense. I do not think it 
is a case for argument. 
| Mr. PUGH. Ido not want to debate this mat- 
| ter; but Lask forthe yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 42, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Bigier, 
Bright, Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
| Crittenden, Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, 
|| Tamlin, Hammond, Harlan, Hayne, Houston, Iverson, 
| Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, Ken- 
| nedy, King, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Seward, Simmons, 
| Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, 
|| Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—42. 
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NAY8—Messrs. Davis, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Pugh, Sli- || approved March 1, 1855, shall have the same compensation 


del), and Toombs—7. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Qe 


Mr. MASON. I have an amendment to offer | 


on my own account to carry out an existing law. 
It is to add at the end of the first section: 


For defraying the expense of carrying into execution the 


Joint resolution, approved May 11, 1858, * authorizing suit- | 


able acknowledgments to be made by the President to the 
British naval authorities at Jamaica for the relief extended 
to the officers and crew of the United States ship Susque- 


hanna, disabled by yellow fever,’’ $3,000, or so much there- | 


of as may be necessary. 


That is under estimates made by the Depart- 
ments of State and of the Navy to carry out the | 


joint resolution of May 11. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I offer the following amend- 
ment by instruction of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations: 

And in the settlement of the accounts of the Minister 
Plenipotentiary from the United States to France, there 
shall be allowed and paid to him, from the Ist day of July, 
1#55, to the Ist day of January, 1857, such sum as will make 
his salary for the period mentioned equal to that allowed to 
the Minister of the United States at London. 

Mr. PUGH. That is for back pay. 
private claim, and | object to it. 


Itisa 


Mr. MASON. I will state the character of the 4 
amendment. By the law of 1855, the salary of 
the Minister at France was fixed at $15,000, and | 


all expenses for his clerk hire and office rent were | 


taken away. By the same law, the salary of the 


Minister at London was put at $17,500, and all | 


like expenses were taken from him. By the law 
of 1856, the salary of the Minister to France was 


we on the same footing with the salary of the | 
linister to London; but in the intermediate time | 


that mission had been deprived of the appropria- 
tion for offic® rent and clerk hire. It is admitted 
on all hands, I believe, that although there was a 
time when London was the most expensive court, 
France is now; and the purpose of Congress, in 
the following year, to equalize the salaries, would, 
in the impression of the committee, be carried out 
by equalizing them from the time the law passed. 


As to the objection that it is a private claim, the | 


distinction, as it seems to me, is this: the law 
fixes the salary of these Ministers, and the effect 
of the amendment would only be to make the sal- 
ary of the Minister at France date back, instead 
of commencing from 1856. It only makes it re- 
trospective. 

Mr. PUGH. It is obviously not to carry out 
any law. It is to give back pay previously to the 
compensation bill. It seems to me strictly for- 
bidden by our rule. It may be a meritorious case, 
but I should prefer to hear it on private-bill day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the po:nt 
be insisted upon by the Senator from Ohio, the 
Chair will feel obliged to rule that the amendment 
is excluded, under the rule excluding private 
claims. 

Mr.MASON. I mustask respectfully that the 
Chair will either allow me to appeal, or submit 
the question to the Senate. ® 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator take an appeal ? 

Mr. MASON. I will, if it is necessary. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is this reported by a com- 
mittee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MASON. It is only to affect a salary 
under an existing law, in my judgment. 

Mr. GREEN. If there is an existing law, you 
do not need any such provision. If there is no 
existing law, this isa proposition to make a new 
one, and therefore not allowable on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule pro- 
vides that— 

“No amendment shall be received whose object is to pro- 
vide for a private claim, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
Visions of an existing law or a treaty stipulauon.”’ 

The Chair has decided that under this clause 
of the rule the amendment cannot be received. 
From this decision the Senator from Virginia ap- 
peals. The question is, ‘Shall the opinion of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ?”’ 

The decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer another 
amendment: 


And that all diplomatic and salaried consular officers who 
were appointed under the act entitled “An act to remodel 
the diplomatic and consular systems of the United States,” 


Does the Sen- 





during the time necessarily occupied in making the transit 
to, and returning from, their respective posts, and while they 
were receiving their instructions, as is provided for diplo- 
matic and salaried consular officers in the eighteenth sec- 
tion of the act entitled ‘An act to regulate the diplomatic 
and consular system of the United States,’’ approved Au- 
gust 18,1856: Provided, That the foregoing shall not be con- 
strued to apply to any diplomatic or consular officer who 
was in office and at his post of duty when said act, approved 
March 1, 1855, took effect, except to allow compensation to 
such officers during the time necessarily occupied in return- 
ing from their respective posts, 

In 1855, by the law affecting diplomatic and 
consular officers at that date, it was prowided that 
their compensation should not commence until 
they arrived at their posts and entered upon the 
| discharge of their duty. It gave salaries to cer- 
tain consuls, and affected the salaries of foreign 
ministers, but pravided that they should not com- 
mence until they arrived at their place of duty, 
and entered upon the discharge of their duty. In 
1856, that was thought to be oppressive, and the 
law was so far modified as to allow their compen- 
sation to commence from the period they left the 
country on their way to their place of duty, and 


‘| some period not exceeding thirty days additional 





while they should be receiving instructions; and 
the law of 1856, as construed by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, was intended to apply to 
those who were appointed after that law of 1855 
took effect; but ithas not been so construed at the 
Treasury. The effect of this amendment only is 
to authorize those consular officers who are sala- 
ried and diplomatic officers, who have been ap- 
| pointed since the act of 1855, to have the benefit 
of the act of 1856, in allowing their compensation 
| to commense while they were in transilu between 
the two countries, or while they were receiving 
instructions; that is the whole of it. 

Mr. KING. It seems to me that this propo- 
| sition is objectionable to the same point of order 





allowance to representatives abroad not author- 
ized by law, and is thus in the nature of a claim, 
although it embraces a considerable number of 
persons. 

Mr. MASON. Its effect is simply to place a 
construction upon the act of 1856. The act of 
1856, as we construe it, gave the allowance which 
| this amendment is intended to give; but it was 
decided at the Treasury not to give it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New York makes a question of order on this 
amendment, that it provides for a private claim. 

Mr. IVERSON. It doesnot seem to me to be 
a private claim. It is an enactment affecting the 
| salaries of officers. It is not a private claim, be- 
| cause itacts in futuro. 








they were receiving instructions and going out; 
| but under the Jaw as it now exists, some of them 
| can get no pay on their return voyage. Certainly 
it is competent, in an ee bill, to enact 
|alaw giving that pay. It is not, therefore, a pri- 
vate claim. 
Mr. KING. I understand that this provision 
| relates only to past services, and not to future 
services. 
Mr. IVERSON. It is simply construing the 
law. At the last Congress a precisely similar 


‘|| provision was reported by the Committee on For- 
I y 


eign Relations, and put into an appropriation bill 
by the Senate, and it was agreed to by the other 
House; but the Attorney General, in construing 
the provision, said it did not meet the case which 
| the committee, and the Senate and the House of 
Representatives, on full consideration, intended 
thatitshould meet. I drew it up myself, and pre- 
sented it to the Committee on Foreign Relations; 
| but the Attorney General construed the language 
| as not sufficient to embrace the case, and there- 
| fore the parties were excluded; and this amend- 


ment is intended to obviate the decision of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. So far as the 
| Chair can ascertain the object of the amendment 
| from its terms, or from the statement of the Sen- 


| Attorney General by unmistakable language. 


|| ator who presents it, he thinks it is not excluded 
| by the rule. It is not strictly in the nature of a 


| private claim. 


| Mr.CHANDLER. I should like to inquire 


| of the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 


‘| lations, if the present salaries are not sufficient to 


| secure applicants for the offices? It is a very sin- 


|| gular thing that it is proposed to raise in this way 


that was made on the other. It is a question of || 


It may possibly affect the | 
| interests of these officers to some extent while 
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the salaries of our foreign ministers and consu|s 
when it is well known that they receive an outfit 
which is intended to cover this very claim. [* Not 
mee 

Mr. KING. But they have an increased com. 
pensation in lieu of it. 

Mr. IVERSON. This does not raise the sala- 
ries one dollar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it provides for com. 
mencing them before they reach their destination, 

Mr. IVERSON. That is the law now. 

-Mr. CHANDLER. Then what is the object 
of this amendment? 

Mr: IVERSON. Some were cut out by a pre- 
existing law; and this is to put them on the same 
footing with all others. It does not increase gal. 
aries. 
| Mr. PUGH. I was not in when the question 
| of order was raised; but I think this is a private 
claim, and I shall vote against it on that ground, 
| notwithstanding the decision of the Chair. It 
provides for five or six persons; and if they were 
named by name the amendment coultl not be re- 
ceived; but by merely calling them persons who 
were in office on such a day, the rule is avoided. 
If these gentlemen are enttled to this back pay, 
let their claims come up in separate private biils, 
and let us hear them discussed; but I do not be- 
lieve in this thing of four or five persons who have 
private Claims being picked out by the commit- 
tees of this House, and have their claims put on 
these bills, while all the other claimants are com- 
| pelled to travel over the regular routine. I hope 

the Senate will resist every attempt to load this 
bill with a private claim for anybody; and I de- 
| mand the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
| taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Bigler, Broderick, Collamer, 
Fessenden, Foot, Hammond, Iverson, Jones, Kennedy, 
Mallory, Mason, Polk, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, 
and Wright—17. 

NAYS —Messts. Bayard, Benjamin, Bright, Brown, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Ciay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dixon, Durkee, Foster, Green, Hale, Harlan, Houston, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, 
| Rice, Simmons, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 
| ‘Toombs, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. I have another amendment: 


And beit further enacted, That the President be, and he 
is hereby authorized, to extend the provisions of the jout 
resolution, approved March 3, 1853, entitled ** A resolution 
for the relief of the Spanish consul, and other subjects of 
Spain residing at Key West and New Orleans,” by indem- 
| nity for losses occasioned in the year 1851, to the ease of 
| one Michael Pappreniza, an Austrian subject, who, it is al- 
leged, sustained losses at the same time, in consequence of 
his being supposed to be a Spaniard: Provided, That the 
amount allowed as indemnity to said Pappreniza shail not 
, exceed the sum of $200. 
|| Mr. HUNTER. Is not that a private claim? 
| Mr. MASON. In 1853, Congress passed a 
| joint resolution appropriating a sum of money to 
indemnify the Spanish consul and Spanish sub- 
| jects who had been despoiled by a mob at New 
| Orleans, sometimes called a popular meeting, but 
}| it turned out that one unhappy subject was nota 
| Spaniard, but an Austrian, who was supposed to 
| be a Spaniard, as it appeared. He was one of the 
|| Subjects thus despoiled, but being an Austrian, 
, and not a Spaniard, the provisions of that reso- 
| lution could not extend to him. Now, the object 
| of the amendment is only to authorize the Presi- 
| dent to treat him as though he were a Spanish 
subject, and to allow him to be indemnified out 
|| of the money appropriated. It is not to exceed 
| $200. : 
| Mr. HUNTER. It may be all right, butI think 
/we ought not to dispense with the rules of the 
|Senate. It seems to me to be a private claim. — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
feels bound to say that it is a private claim, ex- 
| cluded by the rules. 
| Mr. YULEE. I have an amendment to offer 
from the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
| Office. 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
| laws now in force as fix the rates of the Patent Olice fees are 
hereby repealed, and in their stead the following rates are es- 
tablished: On filing each caveat, ten dollars ; on filing each 
original application for a patent, except for a design, twenty 
dollars ; and on the issuing of the patent, ten dollars in ad- 
dition ; on every appeal from the examiners-in-chief to the 
Commissioner, twenty dollars ; on every application for @ 
patent for a design, filteen dollars ; on every application for 
the reissue of a patent, thirty dollars; on every application 
for the extension of a patent, fifty dollars; on filing each 
disclaimer, ten doliars ; for ull certified copics, fifteen cents 
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per hundred words ; for recording every assignmert or other 

wring, of three hundred words or under, one dollar ; for 

recording every assignment or other writing, over three hun- 

dred and under one thousand words, two doilars ; for record- 

ing every assignment or other writing, ifover one thousand 

words, three dollars; for copies of drawings, the reasonable 
xpense of making the same. 


I think the Senator from 
Florida, in repealing the existing law with refer- 
ence to these fees, should have put in the other 
provision with regard to patents issued to foreign- 
ers, which was reported by the committee, or else 
the proposition will not be as the committee in- 
tended to have it. 

Mr. YULEE. I intended to move thatafter- 
wards; but it can be added now. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should not like to repeal the 

resent law without making a complete provision 
for all cases. 

Mr. YULEE. Then I will offer this proviso 
as an addition to the amendment: 


ee 


Previded, That the sums to be charged upon the appli- 
cation for, and issue of. a patent to any person being a cit- 
izen or subject ofa foreign country, shall be the same as are 
charged in the country to which such person belongs upon 
the application for, and issue of, a patent to a citizen of the 
United States, but not less than the sums herein provided. 


Mr. HALE. I hope the amendment will not be 
urged here; and if itis, | hope it will be voteddown. 
This is no place for it. It proposes a pretty im- 

ortant al radical change in the Patént Office 
loess and before I vote to impose a further tax 
upon the applicants for patents, and for the con- 
tinuation or extension of them, upon the ground 
that the institution cannot support itself as a self- 
sustaining institution, | should like to know how 
much money has been taken from the patent fund 
to erect that immense building which the Gov- 
ernment have constructed, not for the use of the 
Patent Office entirely, but for the use of other 
Departments of the Government. If this fund, 
which has been accumulated by the tax upon the 
ingenuity of the country, has been squandered in 
building this immense temple for the'Government 
of the United States, I say it is unjust to the in- 
genuity and the labor of the country to impose a 
further tax upon them for replacing money which 
the Government have taken to erect this building. 
I hope that when the patent laws are reviewed, it 
will be done at leisure, and it will be madea sub- 
ject of debate when gentlemen have time to ex- | 
amine it. The Committee on Patents reported, 
some time ago, a general bill, and this was a part 
of their system. From the imperfect knowledge 
I had of the matter, | thought I saw in that bill 
some things that were crude and imperfect, and I 
notified the chairman of the Commitiee on Patents 
that when it was called up, I should be prepared 
to say something in opposition to the measure. 
I had no idea that it was to be sprung upon us in 
this appropriation bill. I hope it will not be urged | 
here; butif itis urged here, I hope it will be voted | 
down. 

Mr. YULEE. This amendment has been of- 
fered now because | had become hopeless of the 
action of the Senate upon the larger bill, to which 
the Senator from New Hampshire refers, in time | 
for action by the House of Representatives at this 
session. I had, therefore, by the authority of the | 
committee, and by their direction, proposed to 
confine the legislation at this session to the single || 
section which I have taken from that bill, and 
which relates to the fees alone. The purpose of 
the amendment is to enable the Patent Office to 
be self-sustaining 

Mr. HALE. And build buildings for the Gov- 
ernment besides. 

Mr. YULEE. I shall come to that point pres- 
ently. The Secretary of the Interior informs us, 
in his report, that the expenditures in the last 
three quarters are considerably beyond the re- 
ceipts; and, in consequence of <o continuing de- | 
ficiency, they have been obliged to discharge a | 
number of clerks and some examiners, whereby 
the business is greatly delayed, to the injury of 
applicants for patents. The deficiency in three 

uarters amounted to some three or four thousand 

oliars; and the Secretary asks with great earn- 
estness the action of Congress, at this session, 
upon the subject. The Commissioner of Patents, | 
in his report, also urges the necessity of immediate || 
action; and the committee have received one or two | 
letters from the Commissioner during the session, 


urging the necessity of some action in relation to 
the fees. : 








> 





THE 


fund. 
commenced, (perhaps ten or twelve years ago,) in | 





— : eres - - aren 
The Senate will see the necessity and propriety || Mr. YULEE. It is to regulate the fees of an 
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of the addition which we propose to make to the | 


patent fees. We propose much less than the 
House committee had determined upon, and we 
propose less than the Department and the Com- 
missioner have desired; but we have theught that, 
with the experiment of the small increase which 
we propose, we may try whether the income of 
the office will be sufficient to sustain its expendi- 
tures; and if not, at the next session the greater 
increase which the Departments ask may be con- 
sidered by Congress. As the matter at present 
stands, the patent fee, upon the first filing of a 
caveat, is ten dollars; and afterwards, on filing an 
application, the applicant deposits twenty dollars 
more, and the Patent Office is obliged to go through 
the full examination whether it be a good case or 
a bad case; but if the decision be against the ap- 
plication, the applicant is allowed to withdraw 
twenty dollars, and then ten dollars is the whole 


compensation of the Department for all the labor || 


which they give to a case in its examination and 
decision—which labor is quite as much if it be 
rejected as if it be granted. One of the very alter- 
ations in the patent fee, which this amendment 
proposes, is to obtain for the Department the full 
value of its services. The explanation is fully 
made in a brief paragraph of the report of the 


and which will explain the necessity and propri- 


_ety, and the equity of the change which is pro- 
| posed to be made in the fees: 


** It will be observed that of the $211,582 09 set forth as 
the aggregate expenditures of this office for the year 1857, 
$38,019 98 consisted of fees returned On applications with- 
drawn after examination and rejection. ‘The necessity of 
a change in this feature of the existing law has been here- 
tofore expressed, and is still felt with increasing force. Did 
the patent constitute the consideration for which the fee of 
thirty dollars is paid, it would be but reasonable that this 


} sum, or a part of it, should be returned upon the abandon- 
Such, however, is not the case. The | 


ment of the claim. 
consideration of the patent is the surrender of the invention 
to the public at the expiration of the fourteen years for which 
the monopoly is granted. ‘The thirty dollars form the com- 
pensation (and itis no more than a just one) for the labor 
bestowed by the office in the preparation and examination 
of the application. When, then, this has been performed, 
itis neither just nor expedicnt that the well-earned compen 


of fees, which, while dividing the services required, provides | | 


that they shall be paid for, step by step, as they progress, has 
been proposed, and, it is hoped, will be favorably considered 
by Congress. This would be alike agreeable to the inventor 
and to the office, protecting, as it would, the former from 


| the oppression of paying for any services notin fact ren- 


dered, and the latter from the injustice of performing any 
labor for which it is not remunerated.” 

The principal other alteration is in the fee for 
extension, which is proposed to be increased from 
thirty to fifty dollars, which is only considered a 
reasonable allowance. Now, with regard to the 
question made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in respect to the amount which has been 
invested in the building of the Interior Depart- 
ment and Patent Office from the patent fund, I 
will say to him, that I have not the means of ad- 
vising him distinctly as to the figures, but I am 


| informed that only a very smallyproportion of the 


cost of that building was derived from the patent 
A number of years ago the building was 


contemplation of use for the Patent Office alone, 
when there was a considerable excess in the 
receipts over the expenditures. Since then the 


appropriations have been made from the general | 

| Treasury, and have not fallen on the patent fund. 
Now, inasmuch as the receipts have become less | 
than the expenditures, and it is indispensable to | 


the interests of the applicants for patents them- 
selves that some change should be made by which 


the Department may keep up the clerical force || 
| necessary to transact their business with expe- 
| dition, in which they are all interested, or else it 
must fall on the Treasury to sustain it, we are | 


called upon to make this legislation. We bave 
one of the two alternatives: either to diminish the 
clerical force, and thus interfere with the progress 


| of business and affect injuriously the interests of 
| - r 
| patentees, or we must call upon the Treasury for 


the support of the Patent Office—one or the other, 


_ in failure of the adoption of this proposition. 


Mr. HALE. } wish to interpose a question 
of order here. 1 think this is clearly a proposi- 
tion for raising revenue. It proposes to tax the 
people. It is a measure, by the confession of the 


| chairman of the Patent Office Committee, to raise 


revenue; and as such I take the ground that we 


| have no right to originate it in the Senate. 


, Commissioner, which I will read to the Senate, | 


| sation for itshould,in whole or in part, be withheld. A tariff || 





office. 

Nr. HALE. 
edly. 

Mr. YULEE, Itis not to raise revenue for 
the Government. It is to regulate the fees which 
shall be paid by applicants for patents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire makes a question of order 
that this amendment is not within the constitu- 

_ tional power of the Senate, being a proposition, 

| as he insists, to raise revenue within the meaning 
of the Constitution. The present occupant of the 
Chair will follow the example of the Vice Presi- 
dent, and submit that question to the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. [hope the Senator from New 

| Hampshire will not press the point, for this is 
| notameasureto raise revenue. [tis merely charg- 
ing fees on the sale of the services of the officers 
of the General Government. The first bill con- 
stituting the Post Office Department originated in 
| the Senate. It was construed not to bea bill rais- 
| ing revenue, but a sale of the services of the Gev- 
| ernment; for the service of transporting a letter, 
it received so much in exchange as a matter of 
bargain and sale: and so with regard to other 
fees. It is not likea billlaying duties on imports, 
which is a tax on the people. I hope the Senator 
will not press this point, for it would be cutting 
| down our jurisdiction largely; and it would be 
found that a very large portion of our legislation 
| had been unconstitutional, if his view be correct. 

Mr. HALE. I listen to that appeal, and I with- 
draw the point of order; but | hope the amend- 
ment will be voted down. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not think any question 
of order can be raised on this matter. 1 cénceded 
that this proposition might be reported to the Sen- 

ate; but when | came to hear the extent of it, and 
the reasons urged for placing it in this bill, [ 
|, thought the Senator from Florida had better 
|| reserve it for consideration on the general bill. 
|| The Senator will recollect the reasons urged in 
|| committee for making this change in the fees and 
|| in the amount returned to the applicants, if pat- 
ents should not be granted. It was stated that 
| there was a necessity for a larger income, with a 
view to a new board of examiners, and various+ 
| improvements in this establishment, which were 
contemplated in the bill we reported. It was in 
consideration of these improvements, and with a 
| desire to meet them by the receipts of the Depart- 
ment, that the bill was reported by the commit- 
tee. Here it seems, however, is a proposition to 
put in the taxing part of the bill, and leave out all 
| the parts which were beneficial to inventors. I 
think the bill, as a whole, might have been an 
improvement; | so thought, at any rate, when it 
| was before the committee; but I should not think 
it was proper or right to put into an appropria- 
|, tion bill all those portions of that measure which 
were burdensome to inventors, and leave out all 
| that was considered to be to their advantage. 
The Senator from Florida says the patent fund 
| has fallen short some three or four thousand dol- 
lars in the last three quarters; and he states, at 


It is to raise revenue, confers- 


inventors of some $38,000 of fees in cases where 
| patentsare notgranted. ‘Then we are to cut off a 
| return of $38,000 to supply a deficiency of $3,000. 
| ‘That does not look to me to be very appropriate. 
1 say the propriety of the amendment depends 
altogether, in my judgment, on passing the gen- 
| eral provisions of the bill reported by the Patent 
Office Committee; and [ cannot conceive how the 
| Commissioner, or anybody else, can expect to 
improve the revenues of that office at a period 
when persons do not apply for patents because of 
| the hardness of the times, by increasing the amount 
exacted from them. This is one of those cases 
where, if anybody believes that low charges would 
increase the amount of business as they have done 
in the Post Office Department, it is a bad time to 
raise them when the portions of the country where 
|| these applicants generally come from are so much 
copeoenes as they are now. 
certainly would do anything in my power to 
improve the condition of this establishment; | 
have no factious opposition to any part of it; but 


|| L cannot conceive the propriety of pushing sec- 
|| tions of bills into the general appropriation bill 


|, because there is no time to consider those bills 
H themselves. That is a sitigular made of legish- 
‘tion. 1 do not think our time is so precious as to 


the same time, that there is an annual return to . 
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require us to act in such a manner. If we cannot | 
do the business of the session in six days, let us 
take six more. This is garbling the bill, and | 
think making it more unacceptable to the people 
than it would be to have the whole bill. I was 
told, and the committee was told, that the invent- 
ors themselves desired this change, and would be 
satisfied with this increase in the compensation | 
they paid, with the other improvements; and with | 
them, I take it for granted, they would have been | 
satisfied. | know nothing about it any more than 
from the representations made to the committee, | 
and I took them for granted and voted for the bill 
throughout in committee; and should have voted 
for this proposition here, did I not perceive, when | 
I come to hear it, that it takes those particular 
features in the bill which impose burdens, without 
any of that portion which confers benefits. I hope 
the Senator from Florida will withdraw the prop- 
osition for the present. I do not see how we can 
legislate understandingly by taking a single sec- 
tion Out of a bill and putting it into a general ap- 
Sn aeige ay bill. It is a curious place for the 

atent Office to look to for the laws to govern 
them in the transaction of their business. I do 
not mean to say that I shall vote against it if the 
Senator insists that it is necessary, but I think 
this is not the proper place nor the proper time 
to insert such an amendment. 

Mr. YULEE,. The changes proposed by the 
committee in the fees were reported at a very | 
early day, and have been before the Senate for | 
the last two or three months. [take itfor granted, 

therefore, that if there had been any very great 
objection on the part of the patentees to the change 
in the fees, some opposition would have been 
urged on the Senate through their representatives, 
or we should have been informed of some objec- 
tion. The ball to which the Senator from Rhode 
Island refers, contained various ameliorations, 
and, as we supposed, reforms, in the business of 
the Patent Office. Its passage would have been 
very desirable; but at this stage of the session, 
that is hopeless. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is mistaken in supposing that this section was at 
alla dependent section on any other section of 
that bill. This section was intended to meet a 
. request of the Secretary of the Interior, contained | 
in a paragraph of his annual report, which I will 
read now, and from which the Senate will perceive 
that there is a distinct and separate necessity for 
action upon this particular subject, independent 
of, and separate from, all the other subjects to | 
which the general bill relates. The Secretary 
Bays: 

“The law now authorizes a return, upon the rejection 
of an application, of two thirds of the fee required to be 
deposited by the applicant on presenting his claim. Of 
the $163,942 04 expended during the last three quarters, 
$27,939 99 was made up of fees restored to applicants, aler 
the labor of examining their cases had been pertormed. 
There seems to be neither justice nor expediency in this 
requirement. Its consequence bas been tg bring into the 
office a large amount of business, frivolous in its character, 
nnd which seems, in fact, obtruded but as an experiment 
upon its credulity. If it is desired that this bureau should 
be, as heretofore, supported by its own earnings, this fea 
ture of the financial administration of the oflice should be 
revised and reformed.” 

I will state further, as the Senate may not be 
cognizant of the fact, that I move this amendment 
at the request of the chairman of the committee, 
{[Mr. Rei,] in behalf of the committee—his own 
health not permitting him to undertake the burden 
of its support and recommendation to the Senate 
—and, | believe, at the instance of the Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. This isan excellent measure. 
I should like to vote for itas independentand sep- 
arate legislation; but I am afraid to begin this 
process of legislating on the general appropriation 
bills. [ think it will be safer to try itas a separate 
measure, Lam unwilling to vote for general legis- 
lation in the general appropriation bills, if we can 
help at. Lthink the Senator from Florida had bet- 
ter withdraw his amendment, and try it as a sep- 
arate measure. We shallevidently have a debate 
on it that will delay us; and we have but little 
ume left to act on these bills. 

Mr. YULEE. I shall be governed entirely by 
the views of the chairman of the committee at 
whose request | moved the amendment. 

Mr, RD. 1 suppose the Senate understands | 
this question, and the debate will not go further. | 
i think we ean get a vote on it in a few minutes. 
I do not see any uecessity for debating it. It is 
a simple question. 
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Mr. SIMMONS. In reference to what fell from for the contingent expenses of the 


| the Senator from Florida about the $27,000 re- 
turned in the last three quarters, I will say that, 
by the showing of the Seuator, there were $27,000 
returned, and there was $3,000 deficiency. 

Mr. YULEE. Yes; but numerous clerks were 
discharged for the purpose of reducing the. ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the business fell off very 
very onerous, Iam not going to make a point 
on this matter; but I will call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that when these fees were being 
fixed in committee they were fixed in reference to 
the increased expenditures of the Department, on 
account of the organization proposed by the gen- 
eral bill. Llasked the Commissioner, on various 
occasions, if he could get along with such and 
such a fee; and he said that as the expenses now 
were, he could; but if the new machinery, as I 


would require more; and we putin more, in order 


| to accommodate the fees to the iacreased expend- | 


itures and accommodations. 
Now as to the complaints of those who repre- 
sent inventors. I have had, since we reported the 
bill,a great many complaints made to me because 
I assented to tie bill; but the 
opinion about its propriety. 


was satisfied that 


provement on the old system; and, therefore, I 
went for it. Outside complaints have not changed 
my mind about it; but I think there is an impro- 
priety in taking out a single section of such a bill, 
and ingrafting 1t into an appropriation bill. That 
| is the only objection I have to the amendment. I 
think itis extremely unjustand improper to do so 
when itis manifest, by the statement of the De- 





thirty-eight thousand dollars per annum to the in- 
| ventors, whose applications are rejected, in order 
to supply a deficiency of three or four thousand 
dollars per annum. i 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I have an amendment to offer 
based upon a letter from the Secretary of State, 
and | offer the amendment in the language of his 
| letter: 
| Forthe payment to Robert J. Walker, late Governor of 
Kansas Territory, for extraordinary expenses to which he 
Was subjected in that Territory, $7,003 75, or so much there- 
of as may be necessary. 


account and part of the vouchers. There is also 





tary of State. 
appropriation, and I offer it in his language. 
Mr. HUNTER. Is not this a private claim? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Clearly not. 
Mr. LUNTER. It is on the same principle 


Paris. 


is some explanation offered beyond what is fur- 


think it in order. 


| made his return to the State Department, and the 


furnished by the Department. 
gent expenses incurred there necessarily under 


been usual to make such appropriauons in the 
epererenies bills. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator whether 
it is made in compliance with any law of Con- 
gress? Thatwould bring it within the rule. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis within the rule already, 
because it is reported by a commitiee, and rec- 
ommended by the Department. 

Several Senators. It is a private claim. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is not a private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there isany 
previous law authorizing the expenditures, the 
Chair will consider the amendment in order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The previous law provides 





much, I suppose the duties of the clerks were not | 


call it, the new corps of officers were instituted, it | 


did not alter my | 


the bill, as a whole, would probably be an im- | 


partment, that this will prevent the return of some | 


cannot cipher in that way. | 


The letter is accompanied by a statement of the | 


a Statement on the files of the Department that || 
no money will be claimed except that for which | 
| vouchers are furnished satisfactory to the Secre- || 
The Secretary of State asks the || 


| on which we decided in regard to the Minister at || 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless there || 
nished by the amendment, the Chair would not | 


Mr. DOUGLAS. The explanation is this: | 
| Mr. Walker, as Governor of the Territory of | 
Kansas, incurred these expenditures, and has || 


Department sends a communication to the chair- | 
man of the Committee on Territories askjng that | 
committee to move this as an amendment to the | 
appropriation bill, aud the committee have di- | 
rected me to offer the amendment in the language | 
It is for contin- | 


orders, and I suppose it is perfectly right. It has | 
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: Territory on 
the estimate of the ath vs Secretary; and I sup. 
pose itcomes fairly within the law. It is for con. 
tingent expenses of the executive department of 
|| Kansas Territory. The law provides so much 
appropriation each year for contingent expenses 
_ of the executive department. [Laughter.| [ con® 
| fess I do not like this mode of trying to laugh down 
_ propositions. If gentlemen can answer them it jg 
one thing; but to Taugh them down, is another. 
|. Mr. SLIDELL. I confess I do not at all like 
‘the tone of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well. 

Mre SLIDELL, It is extremely arrogant ang 
offensive. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to say, in reply, that 
this laughing had proceeded in a manner that wag 
exceedingly annoying. I never interrupt a gen. 
tleman on the floor. I will answer him after he 
concludes, if I think proper. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Now, Mr. President, if the 
gentieman wants an answer he shall have it. [| 
should be paying a very poor compliment to his 
good sense, at the expense of his ingenuousness 
and fairness, if he did not admit that this was a 
private claim. Iwas not alone. The remarks 

|made by the Senator from Illinois attracted the 
universal attention of the Chamber, and I was very 
far from being the only individual that laughed at 
him. If the Senator from Ilinois chooses to single 
me out for any criticisms of that sort, he will find 
|, me ready to respond on all occasions, at all times, 
and in every way. 
(| Mr. DOUGLAS. It may be that the Senator 
|| from Louisiana was not the only one. He hap- 
pened to sit by my side, and I can hear his re- 
|| marks wnen | may not hear others. 1 thought 
| they were not courteous and proper, I alluded 
/to them inthat way. ‘That he is always respon- 
sible I have no question. There is nothing re- 
markable in that; and in that assurance he does 
not stand isolated as the only member in the body 
that holds himself so. 
|| ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair de- 
|| cides the amendment out of order, unless there 
| be some other law than the law providing for a 
| contingent fund of the Territory. 
|| Mr.CLAY. I propose to offer an amendment 
| asan additional section to the bill. [tis au amend- 
/ment that was agreed on, | think, in respect to 
dispensing with disbursing agents in future in the 
erection of public buildings. 

Mr. DAVIS. That will probably involve de- 
| bate; and I ask the Senator from Alabama to allow 
me to oifer some amendments from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs that will not produce dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. CLAY. I do not think my amendment 
will produce any debate; but I will not press it 
now. I wish to offer itas a concluding section 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFTICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama will be inform- 
|| ally passed over. 


(| Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs instructed me to report this amendment as 
an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That. in addition to the num- 
ber of clerks in the office of the Quartermaster General, as 
authorized by the existing laws, there shall be appointed in 
that othee four clerks of class One as established by the act 
of the 3d Mareh, 1853. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
rule ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I have not a word to 


Is that in order under the 





clerks to the Departments. ‘The present seems 
to me to be a bad time for that. 

Mr. DAVIS. My friend from Virginia will 
| allow me to inform him that this is the same prop- 
| osition which passed both Houses last year, as | 
| understand, but was lost by some mishap before 

a committee of conference. It is nothing new. 
| If the country has fallen ito a peculiar condition, 


{ say. 
| Mr. HUNTER. This is« proposition to add 





| 





I am afraid its peculiar condition will require 

more rather than fewer clerks in that Depart- 

/ment which has the settlement of all extraordi- 
| nary military expenses. 

Mr. HUNTER. In the Army bill, wnich has 

| not yet come up, there is a provision ‘ to enable 

‘| the Secretary of War to employ temporary clerks 
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in the office of the Quartermaster General, and 
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offthis kind on appropriation bills, when we have 


bounty land office, $5,000.” This will be in ad- || no time to look into the facts. The Senator from 


dition to that. a 
Mr. DAVIS. That has nothing to do with this. | 


The Quartermaster General does not want these | 


clerks for the bounty land business that is thrown 
on him. These clerks are required, two of them | 
for the regular business of his office, and two of | 
them for that business which connects his office 
with that of the Third Auditor. I will only say 
that I know of no class in Washington, or out of | 
it, who are worked as hard as the clerks of the | 
Quartermaster Generat: I think he has long re- 
quired, and waen Secretary of War I reeom- 
mended that he should have, these four additional 
clerks. The necessity exists to-day, as it did then. 


] leave the matter with the Senate. 


The amendment was rejected; ayes twelve, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. DAVIS. The next amendment is an ap- 
propriation to pay some officers who were em- 


ployed to examine California claims growing out || 


of the services of the Frémont battalion: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 1] 


authorized and directed to pay each of the officers compos- 
ng the board appointed under the sixth section of the act 


approved August 31, 1852, to adjudicate claims presented to | 
them for funds advanced, and subsistence and supplies fur- | 
nished, or taken for the use of Frémont’s California bat- | 


talion, in 1846, such sums of money for their services and 
expenses in the discharge of that duty, as he may deem 
reasonable and just; and that the same be paid out of any 
money in the T'reasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- 
vided, The whole amount shall not exceed $1,500, 

Mr. KING. Why, is not this a private claim ? 
It is for services for which no law authorized com- 
pensation, performed some years since. as 9 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The admissi- 
bility of the amendment, in the opinion of the 
Chair, depends on the section of the law to which 
it refers. 

Mr. TOOMBS. lLask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi whether these gentlemen were not in the 
public service as officers of the Army receiving 
their regular compensation ? 


Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 


Mr. TOOMBS. Lhope this amendment will 


Mr. DAVIS. 


make. These officers were employed here in the | 


examination of these California claims, a portion |} 


of which, as the Senate may recollect, were ac- | 
cepted by Congress, and paid, on their report. 


They ask that a.sum be given to them in the dis- | 


cretion of Congress, in consideration of their ex- 
tra labor and extra expense. They were em- 
ployed here about two years end a half, I think. 

Mr. POLK. It strikes me that this is like any 
other private claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
inclined to think, from the statement of the case, 
that it isa private claim within the meaning of 
the rule. 

fr. DAVIS. All the legislation I know of 
was that which created the board and that which 
accepted their report and appropriated money on 
it. Ifthe amendment be out of order, | shall not 
press it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does 
not think it is in order. 


Mr. DAVIS. Ihave another amendment from 


_ the same committee: 


For the payment of three companies of volunteers called 
into the service of the United States in Kansas, in 1855, by 
the order of the Governor of that Territory, $8,668 14. 

I will merely state that thisis to pay three com- 
panies of volunteers, who were called out by Gov- 
ernor Geary, when lhe was Governor of Kansas 


Territory, employed to keep the quiet of the coun- | 


try there, ostensibly, or really, [ do not know 
which. He has paid some portion of the moncy 
to those volunteers, and some portion of it is un- 
paid. The gross amount is stated in tre amend- 
ment. So far as it has been paid, it isa claim of 
Governor Geary to have the money reimbursed 


tohim. So far as it has not been paid, it remains 
due. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam not sufficiently ad- 


vised in regard to this matter to be prepared to | 


Oppose the amendment; but I know that many of 
the companies acting in Kansas Territory under 
the name of volunteers were performing anything 
but a part calculated to preserve the peace of the 
Territory. I regret that this proposition should 
be offered; and*it exhibits the objection to this 
mode of legislation—coming in with propositions 


Mississippi is aware that it is a delicate matter to 
appropriate money to pay the different classes of 
companies that were raised in Kansas Territory. 
I do not know,that I should have any objection 
to the amendment if I understood the case; but I 
am sorry that it is presented in this form; and, as 
at present advised, I shall vote against it. 


give to the Senator. His objection as to the pe- 
culiarity of the case is one that will apply to all 
| other cases of the sort, and would apply to the 
case we were considering a short time ago, in re- 
lation to the State of Maine; so that, he will per- 
| ceive, has no value. 


authorized to call out the militia to preserve the 


| out three companies. They were mustered into 
|| service, and remained some time in service. This 
amendment appropriates the amount necessary 
|| to pay the officers and men for the time they were 
in service. He has paid part of the money. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
offer, as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $5,954 54 be, 
and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in 
| the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the 
State of Georgia for that amount paid by said State to the 


tect the citizens against apprehended hostilities of the Cher- 
okee [nuians. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


the rule? 





Virginia, unless he knows something of the law. 
The amendment itself specifies no authority. 

| Mr. IVERSON. 
State is interested, and | trust I may be indulged 
in a remark. 


raised on the admissibility of the amendment. 
Mr. IVERSON. The explanation of the case 
itself may possibly obviate the point of order. 


made by the United States with the Cherokees, 
by which they agreed to emigrate to the Westin 
the year 1838. As the time approached for their 
removal West they became exceedingly restive, 
and it was apprehended by the people of Georgia, 
| and especially by the authorities of the State, that 
they would rise in arms, and probably commit 





fr. DAVIS. I have very little information to | 


As to the special character | 
| of the case, | can only say that the Governor was | 


I have another amendment to | 


companies of Captains John E. Price and Samuel Patter- | 
son, called out by the Governor of Georgia, in 1838, to pro- | 


Does that case come within | 


The Senator will remember that a treaty was | 


| 





said, That the officers and men who may be called into ser- 





| vice under the provisions of this act, shall receive for and 


|| peace of the Territory; and it appears he called 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 


cannot answer these questions of the Senator from | 


ans : 
This is a case in which my | 


during the time of actual service, such pay as is allowed to 
mounted men in the service of the United States, and that 
the Governor shall be and he is required to pay the same, as 
well as all other expenses incident to the whole of said ser- 
vice in this bill mentioned, out of any moneys which shall 
be appropriated for that purpose.”’ 

Some of those companies were called out. An 
act was passed appropriating $175,000 to reim- 
burse the State for the payment of those volun- 
teers, and those engaged in the Creek and Sem- 
inole wars; but the appropriation has been ex- 
hausted or has gone to the surplus fund. These 
men never received any compensation, although 
they were called into service, as will appear by 
the muster rolls I have before me, and were in 
service a month or two months—I do not recollect 
the precise time. During the session of the Le- 
gislature, in 1855-56, a provision was made by 
** An act to provide compensation to the commis- 
sioned officers, non-commissioned officers, musi- 
cians, and privates, of certain companies of “vol- 
unteers mustered into the service of the State of 
Georgia, by virtue of an act assented to on the 
%6th of December, 1837.’’ 

That is the act lL have just read to the Senate. 
The act of 1856 provides: 

* Whereas certain tompanies of mounted volunteers were 
| raised, organized, and mustered into the service of the State 
of Georgia, in terms of an act assented to 26th December, 

| 1837; and whereas certain of those companies have received 
| no compensation: Therefore, 

“Sec. 1. Be it enacted, §c., That the commissioned offi- 
cers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 
of each of those companies who have at no time heretofore 
received compensation for said services, be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to receive from the State of Georgia the 
same pay as is, by the Army regulations of the United States 
and the laws thereof, allowed to commissioned oheers, 
non-commissioned officers, musicians, and privates, re- 
spectively, in said Army of the United States.” 

Then it goes on to state the circunistances un- 
der which these persons may come forward and 
present their claims, and authorizes the Governor, 


| by the appointment of an auditor, to receive their 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


' \ || state to the Senator that a question of order is | 
not be adopted without some further explanation. || 


L have very little explanation to || 


depredations of a serious character against the | 


lives and property of the citizens who inhabited 
that country—the people of the State of Georgia— 


after the time came for their emigration, rose in 


Georgia—and committed depredations of a great 
| many kinds, and destroyed a great deal of prop- 
| erty of the inhabitants. For the purpose of pre- 
venting anything of that sort, an act was passed 


** An act to provide for the protection of the citizens of the 
| Cherokee country, and for the removal of the Cherokee 
and Creek Indians from the limits of this State. 


* Section 1. Beit enacted by the Senate and House of 


tepresentatives of the Stateof Georgia, in General Assem- 
bly met, and it is hereby enacted by the authority of the same, 


Gilmer, Lumpkin, Murray, Walker, Floyd, Cass, Paulding, 
| Cobb, Cherokee, aud Forsyth,a company of sixty mounted 

men each, including officers, to be raised by volunteers, 
where no company is already organized and commissioned 
for that purpose. . 

“Sec. 2. And be it further enacted by the authority afore- 
said, That so soon as said volunteer companies are formed, 
_ they shall proceed to elect the usual company officers, and 
, report the same to his Excellency the Governor, who shall 
| issue the necessary commissions for each, accordingly. 


following the example of the Creeks of 1836, who, | 


arms—a great number of them in Alabama and | 


by the Legislature of Georgia, which I will read: | 


That there shall be organized, in the counties of Union, | 


| “See. 3. 4nd be it further enacted by the authority afore- | 


| said, That said companies shall be organized, commis- 
| sioned, and considered in the service ot the State, when 


ment among the Indians should create such an emergency 


immediate action, in which case he may eall them forth- 

with tothe field, and report his reason to the Executive for 

| having done so. 

| Se. 6. And be it further enacted by the same authority 
aforesaid, That it shall be the duty of said commander to 
cooperate with the United States troops, if necessary, in re- 

| moving all the Cherokee and Creek Indians from within the 


limits of this State, immediately after the 24th day of May 
next. 


Sec. 7, And be it further enacted by the authority afore- 


; 
t 
t 


called out by the Executive of this State, unless a move- | 


|| vate corporation; and thereby it was admitted on 
| as will require, in the opinion of the commanding officer, | 


,| 8. Sutton, 8. P. Ross 


' 


‘ 


accounts, and audit them; and then, on the audit- 
ing of the account by this auditor, the treasurer 
is authorized by this act to pay the money. I 
will not trouble the Senate with reading the whole 
act. I merely state its provisions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator allow the Chair to inquire, for the purpose 
of determining the question of order, whether it 
is based upon any law of the United States ? 

Mr. !VERSON. It is not based on any law 
of the United States that I know of; but I think 
that these claims from States have generally been 
considered by Congress as on a different fooung 
altogether from claims of private individuals. I 
know such have been the precedents, and I am 
prepared to show two cases now before me. ‘l'o 
an appropriation bill for the Indian department 
in 1850, there were two amendments proposed 
and passed by the Senate, and subsequently met 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives. 
One was: " 

“'To pay the Central Bank of Georgia, assignee of H. 
W. Jarnegan & Co., and others, the suin of $21,044.’ 

That was a claim for spoliations committed by 
these very Creek Indians in 1836, on the prop- 
erty of H.W. Jarnegan & Co. Thatclaim against 


|| the United States for spoliations was assigned by 


Jarnegan & Co. to the Central Bank of Georgia. 
The Central Bank of Georgia belonged to the State 
of Georgia. The State owned the stock. It was 
a mere mode taken by the State to loan out its 
funds under the name of the Central Bank of 
Georgia. ‘This claim of H. W. Jarnegan & Co, 
was assigned to the Central Bank of Georgia, and 
to the Indian appropriation bill of 1850 an amend - 
ment was appended playing to the State of Geor- 
gia the amount of this clam. ‘That was put on 
because it then became a State claim—a claim due 
to the State of Georgia, although in the name of 
the Central Bank;.but it was understood, ascer- 
tained, and admitted, that the claim really be- 
longed to the State of Georgia, and not to a pri- 


the appropriation bill of 1850. There was another 
| appropriation of this very character put on that 
bill. By the second section it is enacted: 


** That the accounting officers of the United States Treas- 
| ury be, and are hereby, directed to audit and settle the ac- 
| counts of the companies of Texas mounted rangers, com- 
| manded by Captains B. F. Hill, J. M. Smith, J. Roberts, J. 
» H. E. McCulloch, J. W. Johnson, 
and C. Blackwell, who were retained in or called into ser- 
vice by the Governor of said State, aud out of any muncy 
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in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, 
That the amount to be so paid shall not exceed $72,000.” 


There was precisely a similar case to the one | 


now under considerauion put upon an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. IVERSON. Pat on in the Senate, I pre- 
sume. I know the Central Bank case was putin 
by the Senate, because I was here personally rep- 
resenting the case. I think the other was put in 
on afi appropriation bill, by the Senate appro- 
priating money to pay the Texas rangers that 
were called into the service of that State. This 
is a stronger case than that. In the case of the 


Texas rangers, the money was appropriated di- | 


rectly to pay the companies. 


come here in the position of a State claim, but it 
was in fact a private claim of the Texas volun- 


teers who were called into service by the State, | 
andewho had a claim against the Government. In | 


the case now under consideration, the claim is on 


behalf of the State of Georgia; and as I have pro- | 
ceeded to show, she has already paid to these | 
volunteer companies the amount due them. | hold | 
in my hand the executive order under the act of | 
1856, that I have read, appoiwating Thomas M. | 


Bradford auditor, to audit these accounts. Itis 
unnecessary to read it to the Senate. 
here, and any gentleman can read it if he desires. 


Here are the regular muster rolls which have been | 


sent to the Senators and Representatives of Geor- 
ria. Here is the ** pay roil of Captain John E. 
Price's company of mounted volunteers of Gilmer 
county, organized under an act of the General 
Assembly of the State of Georgia, assented to 
December 26, 1837, for the protection of the Cher- 
okee country, and the removal of the Cherokee 
and Creek Indians, from the 25th May, 1838, to 
the 12th July, 183s, both days inclusive, includ- 
ing pay, rations, and forage.’’? ‘Then the names 
of the members of the company are put down 
with the amount due to each, the items amount- 
ing to $3,056 54. It is indorsed ** audited and 
allowed: T. M. Bradford, auditor of the Cher- 
okee claims.”’ 
‘There is also a receipt: 


Received of John B. Trippe, Treasurer of the State of 


Georgia, $3,056 54, in full of this pay roll, 24th September, || 


1857. JAMES A. GREEN, 
“gent for the Company. 


I have also the pay roll of Captain Patterson’s || d, 
| With interest atthe rate of six per cent. from the lst day of | 


company, verified in the same manner. 


I do not think this can be considered a private 


claim in the ordinary acceptation of that term. 
Being from the State of Georgia, it stands — a 
higher dignity, a higher footing, than an in 


of course, cannot object to allowing. Such claims 
have been allowed and paid to otherStates. Texas 
rangers, as | have alrcady read to the Senate, and 


other companies of the State of Georgia, have been | 


paid. An act was passed in 1842, appropriating 
money to pay the State of Maine for troops called 
out during the difficulties in the Aroostook coun- 
try, and that amount has been refunded by the 
United States to the State of Maine. ‘This is only 


calling on the Government to do precisely what | 


it has ever done in similar cases heretofore. Itis 
to refund to our State the amount she has actu- 


prehended difliculues with the Indians. I show 


ro precedents where precisely similar cases have | 
This very | 
claim has been ruled out in the House of Repre- | 


een put on the-appropriation bills. 


sentatives, [ understand, with another that I have 


to offer, on the very ground that it is not a private | 
They ruled it off the Private Calendar on | 


claim. |! 
the ground that it was nota private claim; and 
here the objection is, that it isa private claim. In 


because it isa private claim. 


between the two Houses, because the two Houses 


adopt dilerent rules in the transaction of busi- 
ness. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 


from Virginia makes a question that this isa pri- 
vate claim within the 30th rule, Since the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair has been in the Senate, 
claims of States have always been regarded as pri- 
vate claims, and have been acted on upon private 
bill days as such. The Chuir thinks, unhesita- 


|| tingly, that this is a private claim within the mé&in- 
| ing of the rule. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senate made an excep- | 
tion in the case of the State of Maine this very 
| day. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was a || 
| ease which fell within the exception, being pro- 
| vided for by a treaty. The 30th rule contains this | 
| language: | 


Inthe House or the Senate? || 


| law, or a treaty stipulation.’ 
| a treaty stipulation. 


\s app tec | cision of the Chair in this case; and | call for the 
The State of Texas || 


had not paid those companies off, and it did not | 


| judgment of the Senate ?”’ 


| interposed to perform the functions of the Federal 
| Government in the absence of the capacity on the 
| part of the Federal Government to do its duty, 


I have it | 


tt ought not to be treated as a private claim. I do 


| account presented and audited by a State as that | 
of a private claim, to be put on the Calendar of || 


ivid- | 


ual claim. [tis one of those claims that Congress, | 


| States. 


‘| revolutionary war, 
ally expended in protecting her citizens from ap- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘* Unless it be to carry out the provisions of an existing 


The case of the State of Maine was based upon 


Mr. IVERSON. I must appeal from the de- 
yeas and nays on the appeal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, ** Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 


Mr. DAVIS. I think there is a very broad dis- | 
tinction between a debt due to a State which has 


and claims which arise from an individual bring- 
ing his case before Congress, and asking indem- 
nity. Our Government represents the States, de- 
rives its power from the States; and when it fails 
to perform any particular function and the States 
perform it and present the case before Congress, | 


not think it respectful to a State to put it in the 
attitude of a mere claim, and treat the case of an 


private bills, and treated as such. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


Y EAS—Messrs. Allen, Benjamin, Chandler, Collamer, | 
Dixon, Durkee, Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Harlan, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, King, Mal- 
lory, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Seward, Slidell, Trumbull, Wade, | 
and Wright—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Broderick, Cameron, Clay, Cling- 
man, Davis, Douglas, Gwin, Hayne, Houston, Iverson, 
Jones, Rice, and ‘Coombs—14. 

So the decision of the Chair, ruling the amend- 
ment out of order, was sustained. 


Mr. IVERSON. I have an amendment to 
offer from the Committee on Claims: 
“ind be it further enacted, That the sum of $35,555 42, 








January, 1558, be appropriated out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to retund to the State | 
of Georgia that sum, paid by said State, of Peter 'Trussivant, 
legal representative ot Robert Trussivant, deceased, on ac- | 
count of supplies furnished by Robert Farquhar to certain | 
troops of said State during the revolutionary war: Pro- 
vided, That it shall not appear that said State has already 
received a credit for the purchase of said supplies in any 
settiement Or appropriation heretofore made by the United | 


Mr. HUNTER. Does not this amendment | 
come within the rule? Is it not a private claim? | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It depends, in | 
the opinion of the Chair, on what is the existing | 
law on the subject. If there is no law to authorize | 
it, it is not in order, 

Mr. LVERSON. This claim arises out of the 
advances made by the State of Georgia during the 


Mr. COLLAMER. 

assed on it? 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir, I do not know that 
the Court of Claims has jurisdiction of the case. | 
It has never been presented to them. The papers | 
before me show that in 1777, while the troops of | 
the State of Georgia were stationed at Savannah, 


Has the Court of Claims 


and ina great state of destitution, the Legislature 
_ of Georgia authorized the commissioners of the | 


yat n | State to make a purchase from Robert Farquhar 
one House it is ruled out because it is not a pri- |! 


vate claim, and in the other it is to be ruled out 
It is like an honest 
mat falling between two thieves, to be crushed | 


of supplies of clothing and other articles abso- 


| lutely necessary for the troops in their destitute 
| condition, 


They purchased a cargo from Mr. 
Farquhar, of clothing and other materials neces- 
sary for the supply of the troops, and agreed to 
pay him in conunental money. The State, how- 
ever, did not pay at the time specified, and sub- 
sequently Mr. Farquhar brought an action against 


/ the State of Georgia in the Federal courts, and 
|| recovered a judgment against the State for the 
/amount of this indebtedness. 
| that judgment, issued what were called funding 


certificates to the administrator of Mr. Farquhar 
for a portion of that indebtedness, amounting to 











|| may leg 


| ought to have cailed out the militia. 








The State, after | 





some seven thousand pounds sterling. Some por. 
tion of those certificates were probably paid, at 
least we have no account of them, and they were 
ee taken up by the State of Georgia, Suh. 
sequently, however, the certificates were pre. 
sented to the State to the amount of over fiye 


| thousand pounds sterling; and by an act of the 


Legislature, passed in 1845, if 1 mistake not, that 
debt was recognized as a just and valid debt, anq 
was provided for by the State of Georgia, issueq 
in bonds, payable on the Ist day of last January 
and the State has just accomplished the payment 
of the whole debt, with interest. 

Now, sir, I think this is one of those casey 
which may very properly come under the obliga. 
tions of the Constitution itself, and therefore ma 
be considered as Coming under the provisions of 
a law, because the Constitution is the highest Jaw 
known to this country. It will be remembered 
that the Constitution declares that “All debts 
contracted and engagements entered into before 
the adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid 
against the United States under this Constitution 
as under the Confederation.’? This was an ob|j. 
gation which the Confederation owed to the va. 


| rious States to refund back all the expenses of 


the war; and it may be, as I have provided for 
in this amendment, that the State of Georgia has 
already received credit for these advances. That, 


| of course, I cannot tell without a critical exam. 


ination at the Treasury; but I have provided for 
that contingency by declaring in this amendment 
that if the State of Genegin has ever received any- 
thing for the supplies she furnished to these con- 
tinental troops, she shall receive nothing more. 
But this is an obligation growing out of the revo- 
lutionary war; and was a debt which was due and 


|| owing to the State of Georgia by the Confedera- 
resulted—yeas, 24, nays 14; as follows: 1 1, an i 
'| obligation of the Confederation was transferred 


tion; and by the adoption of the Constitution this 


to the present Government of the United States, 
It has, therefore, in my opinion, the obligatign 
of a law of the very highest character, and hence 
itimately be put on this bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This case has additional claims 
and comes within the exception to the rule, be- 
cause, by the assumption of the act of 1790, all 
moneys spent. by the different States for the gen- 
eral or particular defense, were funded. All the 
States have been paid under that act, and this is 
a debt which the rate of Georgia has paid since 
that time. I think the State of Virginia, by an 
act passed in 1832, received over a million dollars 
that she was compelled to pay subsequent to the 


| act of 1790, being a fund that might have been 


funded, and provided for by the assumption ac! 


and I believe the Treasury now pays all that class 
| of cases. 


is plainly within the Constitution. 
|| point the Senate has just decided, and that I sup- 


This case comes under that act, and 
The other 


pose it is not necessary to argue, for certainly 
the decisions are on no principle. The case just 
decided was where a State, under the Constitu- 
tion, had a right to call out troops, and keep them 
in her pay when the danger was so imminent 
that she could not wait. The Constitution de- 
clares, that no State shall have troops in her pay 


| without the consent of Congress except the dan: 


ger is imminent. The point in that case was, 
whether the danger was so imminent that she 
If it was 
not, they ought not to have been paid at all; if 
it was, they ought to have been paid, because it 
was under the supreme law of the land. ‘This is 
under the assumption act. As stated by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, they are not private claims 
to go on the Private Calendar, especially as they 
are connected with the public defenses. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Has the Chair decided 
this amendment to be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
rere his opinion upon the custom of the 

enate, which he has stated has been uniform 
since he has been here, to regard claims from 
States as private claims, to be considered on pr!- 
vate-bill days. He felt himself bound by that 
uniform action of the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I admit there may be claims 
of States that would be private claims, but non 
constat that all State claims are private claims. 
Some individuals have claims that are not private 
claims, because they are in pursuance of law. 
The Senate may have decided that a claim of 8 
State may be a private claim; but to hold that all 
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claims of States are private claims is a very dif- 
ferent thing. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was 


about stating his views, and he will do so very | 
briefly. The practice of the Senate has been to | 
rezard all claims fron States as private claims, 


and to be acted upon as on the Private Calendar. 
The rule rejects all private claims except those 
which fall within these two classes: claims to 
carry out the provisions of an existing law, and 
claims to carry out a treaty stipulation. These 


are admissible upon general appropriation bills, | 
notwithstanding they are private claims. The | 
Chair does not see that the amendment presented | 
falls within either of the serpent and there- | 


fore thinks it is excluded by the rule. 

Mr. lVERSON. I must appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair, and ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 


from the State of Maine. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SIMMONS. 


the Revolution. The debt was assumed by the 
United States at the close of the Revolution and 
the adoption of the Constitution; and if the pro- 
vision is to pay no more than what may be found 
due to the State of Georgia, if this has never been 
a credit to that State as part of her quota furnished 


as one of the members of the Confederation, I | 


think the debt was assumed when the Constitu- 
tion was adopted; and such a debt would bea 
singular private claim. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I mustcorrect what has been 


said inrelation to the assumption of the debts of the | 


Revolution. The Confederation owed none of the 
private debts of the States, never assumed them, 
and was under no legal obligation to pay them. 
The Confederation made such requisitions on the 


States as it thought proper, and the States did as | 


tfey pleased about responding to those requisi- 


tions; they generally did respond if they were || 
able to furnish the money and men which consti- | 


tuted their quota; but the separate debt which 
each State incurred in the prosecution of the rev- 


olutionary war was not a claim at all upon the |, 


Confederation, nor was it assumed by the Con- 
stitution. It was entirely assumed by the act of 
1790, to which the Senator from Georgia referred. 


It was assumed, then, in this way: the funding || 


act of 1790, after the adoption of the present Con- 
stitution, provided that a settlement should be 
made with each State; the States brought in their 


accounts, and they went in with the Confedera- || 


tion expenses; the whole was apportioned among 


the States, and those to whom a balance fell re- | 


ceived funding certificates. But the idea that a 
debt incurred by each State in the Revolution was 
a debt of the Confederation, was notso. They 


were not assumed by the Constitution. It became || 


a very debatable point whether they should be 
taken into the final settlement under the act of 
1790, whether that act should stand as General 
Hamilton recommended, to take in all thé State 
debts as well as the United States debt, and have 
the whole of it fanded together, and the balance 
struck. 
ation, which came within the article of the Con- 
stitution which the honorable Senator has read, 
it would bea clear case, and the United States 
were bound, by the very terms of the Constitu- 
tion, to pay it. It was because they were not 
bound to do it that all the debate was occasioned 
in regard to the funding act of 1790. 

In relation to the merits of this case, notwith- 
standing what I have said, I do not undertake to 
say there is no merit in this claim; it may be that 


there is. The only question is, whether the act || 
of 1790 was such an act as makes the amendment | 


now proposed an amendment to carry out an ex- 
isting law. The Senator from Georgia, last up, 


Says that under the act of 1790, the debts of the | 


several States were assumed, and therefore this 
amendment is to carry out that act. It may be 
that is tenable ground; I am not sufficiently ac- 
quainted with questions of order to say whether 
it is or not; but here is the difficulty with that: 
that act of 1796 did not provide that the United 
States should assume those debts; it only provided 
that a settlement should be made, and each State 
should bring in its expenses, and then they struck 
the balance, to see whether the State was on the 


- 


THE CO 





I do not see that this is a different case | 
in principle from the one presented a while ago | 


I understand this to be a | 
claim that is embraced within the provisions of | 
the Constitution; that it originated in the war of || 


If this was a debt against the Confeder- | 





| count was stricken long since and settled, and all 


against them ever paid their debts. 


7 
| Mr.COLLAMER. Vermont was never settled 
|| with. I do not say, as the honorable gentleman 
wuld intimate, that the reason was that Vermont 
|, was a debtor State. That might be true, on the 
foundation which they took to settle it, and the 
gentleman knows what that was because his State 
suffered as much as we did. The apportionment 
was made on the population of 1790, which was 


|| not have come out debtor in that business I do not 
know. But, after what has been the experience, 
we might as well have come out debtor as not, 
because none of them paid anything. Those who 
fell in debt have never paid, and it would be no 
hurt if we had settled it; but, for fear that we 
should have a balance to pay, our fathers did not 
present the claim, [Laughter.] 

But it is not true that even under the act of 


NGREMONAL GLORE - 


} 2 : 
| debtor or creditor side of the account. The ac- || 


the States that had balances due them have been | 
paid—I do not say that those who had balances | 


Mr. TOOMBS. Vermont, forinstance. [Laugh- | 


unjust; and whether the State of Vermont would | 


1790 the United States ever undertook to pay the | 


State debts for the expenses of the Revolution. | 


They did not become the debts of the individuals 


to whom they were due, against the United States. | 
The United States did not assume the debts them- | 


selves. They agreed to settle with the States for 
what they should settle with the individuals. 
Now, I donot know but that this may be a claim 
which was good against Georgia, and which she 
| has subsequently paid, asl understand. Ido not 

know whether it went into that settlement or not; 

but I insist that the amendment, as proposed, is 
| to change the whole order of business, and to 
make it out that we are to pay every debt, unless 
it did go into the settlement. 


every State having settled its claims, everything 
was settled, 

Mr. TOOMBS. This claim is part of the 
public history of the United States. The State of 


| 


it could not have come into the settlement. 
Mr. COLLAMER. That is a non sequitur, as 
I view it. It was totally immaterial whether the 
States had paid the expenses brought into the 
| settlement or not. A large part of them were not 
aid at that time. They were debts assumed by the 
nited States, which had been existing against 
the States, and were carried into account by the 
States. 


stand me. I say that this was a disputed debt. 
A suit was commenced in the district court of 
the United States; for the State did not acknowl- 
edge it for a long time afterwards. 

| Mr. COLLAMER. It might be. The gentle- 
man talks about a lawsuit against the State. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It was the case of Chisholm, 
executor of Farquhar, vs. the State of Georgia. 
The question was raised in 1795, and brought 
about an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States. It had so much celebrity that the 
| Senator, as a lawyer, ought to know of it. 


_ that kind; but I did not know this wasit. 
__ Mr. TOOMBS. This was it. The case of 
|| Chisholm, executor of Farquhar, rs. the State of 


|| Georgia, in which it was decided that an individ- || 


|| ual of one State might sue another State. 
| Mr. COLLAMER. A claim may have been 
| existing against the State of Georgia which claim 
| they then did notknow of, orifthey did know, they 
| disputed whether it was contracted by authority, 
and therefore did not bring it into the final set- 
| tlement. 
they have been constrained ultimately to pay it, 
we ought to pay; but this isa matter which should 
go to the proper authority. It should go to the 


| The general presumption that all these matters 
| were settled inthe final settlement provided for 
in the act of 1790 should be overcome by direct 
and affirmative proof on the trial, showing that it 


j 


a just debt that they had to pay, orought to pay, 
|| which I think is the same thing, for | do not be- 
| lieve any statute of limitation should be urged on 
| such a matter. This amendment is urged here 


The presumption | 
is, that the settlement having been made, and | 


\, Georgia did not pay it until 1845, and therefore | 


Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator does not under- | 


Mr. COLLAMER., I know they had a case of | 


Such a casé as that. may exist, and if | 


| Court of Claims, and these facts should be shown. | 


did not come in, and that it remains against them | 
| 
| 
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it shall appear affirmatively that it has been set- 
tled. The burden of proof should be the other 
way. The claimant should, py direct and satis- 
factory proof, overcome the presumption of set- 
tlement, and on the other hand prove that it was 
not included in the settlements. If we open this 
account, there is no kaowing what is to become 
of the final settlements made with the Old ‘Thir- 
teen; they are all to be opened again. [| do not 
mean to say that if a State can show there wasa 
just debt which was not settled, they proving 
the debt, it ought not to be provided for; but the 
whole order is reversed in this proposition. To 
my mind this claim should be presented to the 
Court of Claims. They have had a great many 
cases about these very final settlement certificates, 
and have passed on some of them. Upon proper 
ligation and proper showing, it may be that this 
is a just claim; but for anything that yet appears 
here, wé cannot know whether it is or is not. I 
think it should be on the side of the claimangs to 
| rebutthe presumption which | say arises from the 
settlement; and you should not reverse the order 
so as to require the Government to pay it unless 
it shows atlirmatively that the claim has not been 
paid. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Green, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Pugh, Reid, Seward, Siidell, 
Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, Wade, and Wright— 


26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bright, Broderick, Brown, 
Clay, Davis, Gwin, Hammond, Hayne, Houston, Iverson. 
Poik, Rice, Thomson of New Jersey, and ‘Teombs—15. 


So the decision of the Chair'was sustained; and 
the amendment was ruled out of order. 


Mr. |VERSON. Ihave another amendment 

to offer in behalf of States; and I suppose it will 

| be ruled out of order, because it is in behalf of 
States: 


ind be it further enacted, That the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury be autborized and directed to ex- 
amine the accounts between the United States and the sev- 
eral States which have been, or may be, allowed interest 
upon claims against the United States, which have accrued 
during or since the war of 1812 with Great Britain, and ap- 
ply in such examination the provisions and principles of the 
twelfth section of the act of March 3, 1857, entitled “ An 
act making appropriations for certain civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858 ;’? 
and that any money found upon such reéxamination to be 
due any State, shal! be paid to such State out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is clearly within the 
rule, itseems to me, and outof order. Thisisan 
amendment to provide for the different States to 
make an additional allowance—one to which they 
| are not entitled under the law—under the princi- 
ple of some act previously passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from Georgia be good enough to refer to the 
law stated in the amendment? 
Mr. [VERSON. If it is a private claim I can 
| only say that the last Congress—of which the 
Senator from Virginia was a member, and most 
of the gentlemen who were present who were 

| members—committed the same error in the act of 
1857. ‘The twelfth section of that act is in these 
words: 


‘6. And be it further-enacted, That the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the ‘Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to reéxamine the account between the United 
Staies and the State of Maryland, as the same was, from 
| tine to time, adjusted under the act passed on the 13th Mey, 
| 1826, entitled * An act authorizing the payment of interest 
| due to the State of Maryland ;’ and on such reexamination 
| to assume the sums expended by the State of Maryland for 

the use and benefit of the United States, and the sums re- 

funded and repaid by the United States to the said State, 
and the times of such payments as being correctly stated in 
the account, as the same has heretofore been passed at the 

Treasury Department; but in the calculation of interest due 

undes the act aforesaid the following rules shall be observed, 

to wit: interest shall be calculated up to the time of any 

payment made. To this interest the payment shall be first 
| applied, and if it exceed the interest due, the balance shall 

be applied to diminish the principal: if the payment fall 
| short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be 

added to the principal so as to produce interest. Second, 

interest shall be allowed the State ef Maryland on such sums 
| only on whieh the said State either paid interest or lost in- 
terest by the transfer of an interest-bearing fund.” 


That is the twelfth section of the act of March 
3, 1857, making appropriations to defray certain 
|| civil expenses of the Government, precisely the 
‘| act now before the Senate. That was a pro- 
| vision changing the mode of computing interest. 


| that we shall provide for paying this biil unless. |! Many of the States, nearly all the States whe 
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have had acts passed by Congress binding this | 


Government to pay the principal and interest— 


my own State, South Carolina, Maine, Mary- | 


land, and other States. This is only a provision 
as to the mode in which interest shall be com- 
puted. Itis not a private claim. 
tion, a rule by which, in the computation of in- 


terest, the accounting officers shall be governed || 


by certain principles, which principles are un- 
doubtedly correct, such as have been applied in 
every State of the Union and everywhere else, 
exce pt by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
of this Government. 


vances made by the State up to the time of the 
settlement, and then take the payments made 
back to the State, and calculate interest on those 
sums up to the same time, and strike a balance. 


‘That is the mode of computing interest of the ac- || 


cow)ting officers of the Treasury, which is clearly 
incorrect, notrecognized by the laws of any State 
of the Union. The laws everywhere make the 
calculation precisely upon the basis applied in 
the twelfth seetion of the act of the last Congress 
to the State of Mary! ind, and that is correctand 
proper. [tis not in my opimon, I do not see how 
the gentleman from Virginia can torture it, nor 
do | see how anybody can torture if, nto a pri- 
vate claim, unless he believes what was an- 
nounced from the Chair, that any claim froma 
State is a private claim 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘This is to reopen all the ac- 
counts setted with the States for advances made, 
and to settle with them on a different principle 
from that on which they have been settled with, 
and with which they were entirely satisfied. | 
kinow there have been two exeeptions; but I 
believe they originated under peculiar cireum- 
stances—one in Maryland, and one in Alabama. 
‘This is now to carry the principle of those cases 
to all State claims ever adjudicated between the 
States and the General Government; and it does 
come, it scems to me, within the decision made 
by the Chair, and sustained by the Senate. At 
any rate, itis asubject which oucht to be brought 
upon a separate bul, and notin any appropriation 
bill. I raise the objection that it 1s not in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
beg the indulgence of the Senate to state a word 
or two in consequence of the act that has been 
read, and hopes he wiil not be considered out of 
order. The provision in the act of 1857, referred 
to by the Senator from Georgia, was reported 
from the Finance Committee by the present oc- 
cupant of the Chair as an amendment to the bill 
of last year; and the recollection of the Chair is, 
that that was an open account between the State 
of Mary!»nd and the United States; that there 
was an existing dispute as to the mode of com- 
puting the interest under the law directing the 
payment; and that, to settle the basis on which 
ihe interest should be cast, the amendment was 
made to the appropriation bill last year. As the 
Chair understands this amendment, however, it 
proposes to open all the accounts that have been 
closed with the States of the Union, and to make 
a readjustment of interest on the same basis. 

Mr. IVERSON. No, sir. 
ciples and provisions of the twelfih section of the 
act of last year, on which Maryland was setiled 
with, to the other States. It does nothing more 
than that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 


ator allow the Chair to ask himif he is correct in 


stating that it applies to accounts of cases between | 


the United States and States, which are closed ? 
Mr. IVERSON. 

the case of the State of Maryland. 

relation to Maryland directs that: 


“ The proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and | 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to reéxamine the | 
accounts between the United States and the State of Mary- | 
Jand as the same was from time to time adjusted under the | 


act,” &e. 
That proposed a reéxamination of an account 


which had been adjusted, did it not? Precisely. | 
Whether the account had been closed or not, | 
whether it had been adjusted or not, whether it | 
was still in existence or not, this act directed the | 
accounting officers to reéxamine the account for | 
interest, and make the computation on a particu- | 
It was done in the case of Alabama. | 


lar basis. 
I desire to apply the same rule to all the States. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


It is a regula- | 


They have applied a rale, | 
that they calculate interest on the amount of ad- | 


} points suggested by his amendment? 


It applies the prin- | 


not know that my State is interested to any great 
}extent. The State of South Carolina is inter- 
ested, and her account has not been settled. The 
comptroller of that State, in his report to the 
Governor, made a few years ago, states the difli- 
culties between the accounting officers of the 
United States and himself. That account is still 
lying open. The State of South Carolina pro- 
tested against the settlement by its officers at the 
itime. ‘This amendment will meet that case, and 
authorize the accounting officers to readjust the 
accounts of South Carolina on the basis applied 
to the State of Maryland. This amendment 
simply directs that the provisions and principles 
applied under the twelfth section of the act of 1857 
to Maryland, shall be applied to ull the States. It 
| does not reopen accounts. 
| Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator from 
Georgia give us some information on one or two 
First, in 
what way this matter comes before the commit- 
tee of which he is the organ. Is there a claim 





| 


} 
| 
| 2 . 5 . : 
| from the States? Has it been referred to the com- 
i 
\| 


mittee on behalf of the States? 
Mr. IVERSON. Yes, sir; a memorial from 
the State of South Carolina was referred to the 


|| Committee on Claims, and it was upon that me- 
| morial that the committee have predicated their 
;| amendment. 


| Mr. BENJAMIN. A general section? 

| Mr. IVERSON. Yes, a general section, be- 
lieving that it was equitable to apply the rule to 
all the States. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. The next question I would | 


desire to ask the Senator is: if he has any idea 
what the amount involved in this appropriation 
will be? 


Mr. IVERSON. I have no idea. The comp- 


troller of the State of South Carolina alleges in || 


his report to the Governor of that State, which I 
| have in my hand, that in the settlement between 
him and the accounting officers of the United 
| States, the State of South Carolina lost $55,000 
} in interest. That is the difference between the 
| mode of computation of the accounting officers, 
and ‘he mode of accounting as regulated by the 
actin relation to Maryland. I do not know how 
| other States may be affected. I do not suppose 
| the amounts are very large. I expect that the 
; amount of the State of South Carolina is larger 
than that of any other State. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It does not seem to me that 
this section is liable to the objection made by the 
| Senator from Virginia. ‘This is not to pay a pri- 
| vate claim of the State of South Carolina, It is 
| a general rule by which the Treasury is to be 
| guided in its settlements with the States; and we 
having already sanctioned the payments to some 
of the Siates on this basis, this section provides 
that even in cases which have already been closed 
| by the Comptroller of the Treasury, not to the 
satisfaction of the State, as the Senator from Vir- 
ginia suggests, but to the dissatisfaction of the 
State, the account shall be reopened and exam- 
ined, and settied according to principles which we 
_ have declared to be just. The idea of applying a 

payment made at any time by the Government 
of the United States to the extinction of a part of 
the capital of the debt due to a State whilst there 
remains interest unsatisfied, is contrary to all 
principle, to every rule by which computation of 
payments is made. The State of South Carolina 
having presented this memorial, if the proposition 
of the Senator from Georgia now was to pay that 
claim, I admit it would be a private claim; but 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





No, sir; no more than was | 
The act in | 


the committee, instead of treating this as a private 
claim, preferred to reporta section which amounts 
to a general law, for the very reason that they are 
not willing to act upon the claim of one State as 
a private claim. My State has no interest in this 
question; but I do think that justice requires that 
the adjustment of these accounts with the States 
should be made all upon the same footing; and 
as it has already been made on this footing with 
the States of Alabama and Maryland, | cannot 
conceive why South Carolina should be made an 
exception, or any other State which has had ac- 
counts to adjust with the General Government. 
It is a general rule now provided by Congress for 
the settlement of accounts with States, and the 
mode of adjusting the interests that arise in ac- 
counts with States. It is not an appropriation 


It is just, equitable, and proper, if you apply it ||-for the benefit of the State of South Carolina. 


OBE. 





| avoided mepocyns a private claim, and have 
| industria c 





te 











have made advances to the General Government, || to two States, that you shall give it to all. I do || The committee, it appears to me, have carefully 


ve ex 
anged the legislation into a general 
law. I do not see that it comes under the rule of 
the Senate which has beqp cited, and I shall vote 
for the amendment. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Inasmuch as 
authority is given by the rules to take the opinioy 
of the Senate on questions of this sort, and inas. 
much as the facts in this case are disputed, ty. 
Chair will submit the question of order to the 
Senate. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I think the matter has been 


| so clearly and so well stated by the Senator from 


Louisiana, that really there can be no doubt about 
it. Certainly there is none in my mind; and | 
have only riser for the purpose of inviting the ar. 
tention of the Senate to its action on other cases 
which I think are very similar, if not entirely par- 
allel to this. We pass pension laws, in which we 
prescribe the time of service; we prescribe the 
rules which shall entitle a person to a pension, 
We find, outside of that class of pensions, a very 
large class of cases that come very nearly up to the 
rules we have prescribed; they come here, and 
what is done? Our Committee on Pensions rec. 
ommend this special case, and that special case, 
and they are passed. y and by we see there are 
so many special cases that we remove the limita- 
tion by general law, and it has been done in appro. 
priation bills, precisely in the way now proposed 

I will cite an instance. We removed the limit. 


| ations asto the time or mode of proof required at 


the Department, and that takes in a whole class 
of cases. True, if each onecame here and asked 
action separately by itself, it would be a private 
claim; but you make a general law to include all 
cases. That is precisely this case. 

I refer now to an instance in my mind, with 
regard to those who drew pensions for revolution- 


| ary service. You prescribed, originally, that only 
| those widows of revolutionary soldiers shoud 
| draw a pension who were married previous to 


1783, I think. Then you limited it to 1794; and 
then you limited it to 1800, because you found 
such a large number of cases coming so nearly 
up to the time, that it was deemed advisable to 
extend it. The last amendment, I recollect dis- 
tinctly, because I drew it, was ingrafted on ay 
appropriation bill in 1853, and it was to ineeta 
class of special cases here pending. 

Mr. GREEN. I will inquire when the rule is 
to apply under the resolution adopted this murn- 


| ing, for a recess, to-day or to-morrow? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. To-morrow. 
Mr. GREEN. Then I move that the Senate 


| do now adjourn. 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope that we shall get 
through with this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Wecannotget through, because 
I have an amendment to offer, and so have others. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us hear them. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ate receive the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia? 

The amendment was received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. The amendment is a propo- 
sition which certainly ought to receive some ex- 
amination before it is passed. We ought to know 
how much money it will take from the Treasury; 
we ought to know what changes it is to make !n 


| the principles on which accounts have been set- 


tled with States. I apprehend it will be found 
that it makes other changes besides the one which 
has been referred to by the Senator from Louis- 
iana—the mode of stating the account as to interest 
and principal. I believe there have been some rules 
as to whether interest shall be allowed to States 
atall,and upon which settlements have been made 


| with most of the States, and that will be changed 


if this provision be adopted; and it is probable 
that under the change it will be found that very 
large sums will be due to the States of this Union. 
I have no doubt that most of the old States would 
come in if this amendment be adopted, and some 
of them might claim very largely. ‘This is em!- 
nently a subject for separate legislation. We 
ought to know what changes are made. We ought 
to know whether, under this amendment, we shall 
not pay to some States interest on claims on which 
interest has never been voted. 


185! 


The 
case of 
make ' 
State | 
stocks 
was M 
] belie 
where 
Alabat 
arisen 
you Ww 
made 
the T) 
jon. I 
tion; | 
ment | 
when 
be adc 
of us 

Mr 
ginia, 
ment, 
tions 
it rig! 
State, 
not bi 
anyn 
of it 
stand 
amou 
amou 
and \ 
est, a 
claim 
to the 
to the 
rule v 
opera 
selve: 
State 
at the 
accur 
lef us 
$500 
ing 
stanc 

$30, f 
teres 
Gov 
appl: 
bear: 
lose 

M 

M 
prov 
the § 
pay 
that 
inte1 
and 
whi 

in d 

Stat 

ado} 

The 

and 

do 1 

inte: 

tere 

ly 
but 
offic 
lane 
mo! 
tha 
cip! 

Sta 

whi 

Go 

be 

we 

80 | 





Soa 


arefully 
have ¢y 
feneral 
e rule of 
all vote 


nuch ag 


a 
nd inas. 
ted, the 
' to the 


as been 
tor from 
bt about ‘ 
> and | 
r the ar. 
r Cases 
ely par. 
hich we 
ribe the 
eNsion, 
» & Very 
Pp to the 
re, and 
NS rec. 
al case, 
here are 
limita. 
| appro- 
oposed 
e limit. 
lired at 
le Class 
d asked 
private 


lude all 


d, with 
plution- 
lat only 
show 
ous to 
4; and 
found 
nearly 
able to 
ct dis- 
on an 
ineeta 


rule is 
mornh- 


rrow. 
Senate 


all get 


ecause 
others. 


0. 
ie Sen- 
ie Sen- 


lestion 


propo- 
ne ex- 
/know 
ASUI'Y; 
ake in 
on set- 
found 
which 
|,ouis- 
yterest 
e rules 
States 
) made 
anged 
obable 
t very 
Tnion. 
would 
some 
3 eml- 
We 
ought 
» shall 
which 


1858. 


"The first deviation, if I remember, was in the 
of Alabama; but there it was determined to | current between the two, because the account is 


case , . 
make certain allowances of interest, because the | 


State had paid the interest, because it had sold | 
stocks, as was done in Maine; and an exception 
was made in the case of Alabama for that reason. | 
| believe that was the case, also, in Maryland, 
where the allowance was on the principle of the 
Alabama case. Unless you treat this as having | 
arisen out of those exceptional circumstances, | 
you will reopen all the settlements that have been | 
made with the States; and you will pass out of 
the Treasury a large sum of money, in my opin- 
ion. I speak, though, only from general recollec- 
tion; | have had no time to examine the amend- 
ment particularly; but lam afraid it will be found, | 
when we come to see the effect of it—if it should | 
be adopted—that it will go much further than any 
of us suppose. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Vir- || 


ginia, if he would take the pains to read the amend- 
ment, would see that it is not open to the objec- 
tions he has stated. It does not provide, if I read 
it rightly, for the payment of any interest to a 
State, in any case whatever, where interest has | 
not been allowed heretofore. It does not make 
any new claim inthatrespect. The whole amount | 
of it is simply this: the Treasury, as I under- | 
stand, has adopted the rfle that where a certain | 








amount of debt is owing to a State, and a certain || 


amount of interest has accumulated on that debt, 
and where the principal thus owing bears inter- | 
est, and the interest thus owing does not, if the | 


claim is paid in part, they apply that part payment || 


to the principal which bears interest, instead of 
to the interest which does not, thus reversing the 
rule which exists in every State in the Union, and 
operating most unjustly towards the States them- 
selves, 
State, which debt bears interest, and by the law 
at the same time there is an amount of interest 
accumulated upon it which does not bear interest— 
let us call one $50,000 and the other $30,000—the | 


| nance, amd was agreed to by the Senate. 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


It does not do to make it a matter of account 


really all on one side; but the Treasury officers 
apply the principle of accounts current to it as if 
so much was due from Maryland and so much 
from the United States, and cast interest on both 
and then offset the two; but, instead of that, it is 
all due from the United States. They say, ‘‘ we 
will owe you the interest; we will pay you part 
of the principal; we will cast interest on the money 
we allow you, and pay you interest with it.’’ 
That is the principle they have adopted. This | 
is simply to set that right, and to say that where 
these things exist, the Government shall do what 
is proper. I submit that the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia is inapplicable, in any sense of 
justice and decency, to say we ought to inquire 
first how much money this will amount to before 


we pay it. Why, sir, what difference willit make | 


how much money itamounts to? If there be more 
or less, the Government ought to pay, and pay it 
at once, without the slightest hesitation, and cal- 
culate the interest upon proper principles. 

Mr. HUNTER. When we are bestowing gra- 
tuities we have a right to inquire the amount. If 
we have settled with the States to their satisfac- 
tion, it seems to me we have discharged all our 
debts, and if we are asked to give them more— 
and that, too, not on the application of many of 
them—I think we may very well inquire how 
much is to be disposed of by way of gratuity? 
We are asked to disturb a mode of settlement that 
has been practiced for years,and with which the 
States have heretofore been perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Maryland provision 
came from the Senator’s own Committtee on Fi- 
If it 


| was proper in that case, why is it not in every 


For instance: suppose a debt is due toa | 


$50,000 bearing interest, and the $30,000 not bear- || 


ing interest. The Government, in these circum- 
stances, instead of paying the whole, pay up 
$30,000. ‘Then, instead of applying it to the in- 
terest which does not bear interest against the | 
Government, and which the State has paid, they 


bears interest to $20,000, and leaving the State to 
lose its interest on $30,000. 

Mr. TOOMBS. _It is worse than that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis bad enough. The 
provision is, in regard to all these claims which 
the States have where the United States will not 
pay accumulating interest, as they ought to do, 
that the partial payment shall first go to sink the | 
interest that is due. If a man owes me money, | 
and interest has been accumulating year after year | 
which he has failed to pay, and especially if | am 
in debt for it, as is very often the case with the 
States, he ought to indemnify me; but the rule | 
adopted by the Treasury is worse than that. 
They say they will not only not indemnify me, 


do make a payment, it shall not go to sink the | 
interest, but to sink the principal, leaving the in- | 
terest to stand. Thatis unjust. It does not ap- | 
ply in the case of any private claim anywhere, | 

ut has been arbitrarily adopted by the accounting | 
officers of the Treasury. In the case of Mary- | 
land, which was precisely similar, Maryland re- | 
monstrated, and atthe last session Congress said | 
that account should be adjusted upon proper prin- | 
ciples—the same principles that exist in every | 
State of the Union between man and man—that | 


where principal and interest are due, and the || 
Government paid any part, that payment should |; 


be applied to the interest first; if it paid it off, very | 
well; if it overbalanced it, the balance should be | 
so much towards the principal. This was on the | 
common, ordinar 

In the case of ee State of South Carolina, if I | 
understand it, the officers went so far as to keep | 
an account with the State, crediting her with in- 
terest accumulating on the principal, and if there 
was any left they then took the part they had 
eid cast interest on that, and then offset the two! 

hat is to say, they paid their principal in part, 
and retained to themselves the right of offsetting 
the interest which accrued on their own payment 
of money due to the State, to pay the rest of the 
debt with! [Laughter.] 


principles of justice. } 


other? 

Mr. HUNTER. I have stated that was made 
under peculiar circumstances that | do not recol- 
lect perfectly. The Serf&tor from Maryland can 
explain them. It will be found, I think, that they 
do not apply to cther cases. 

Mr. PEARCE. I willstate the facts in relation 
to the claim of Maryland. The State of Mary- 


land advanced large sums of money to the Gov- 


ernment of the United States during the war of 


1812, and some time after the close of that war 
apply it to the principal, reducing the claim which || 


the United States reimbursed the principal. In 


| 1826, an act waapassed for the payment of inter- 


| 





est to the State of Maryland, and the interest was 
paid upon a mode of calculation novel to me, 
though I find it has been adopted as the usual 


rule of computation in such cases at the Treasury. | 


That is to say, having determined to settle the 
accounts, and commenced to make payments on 
it, the first payment was applied to the reduction 
of the principal, the interest being made to stand 
aside; and so payments were made from time to 
time, until the whole of the principal was liquida- 
ted; and then they went back to the period when 


they began to pay, and ascertained what the | 
amount of interest due at that time was, and paid 
| that sum without any interest on it. 
and leave me to pay my interest, but when they || 


In 1829, or 
1830, an act was passed through both Houses of 
Congress authorizing the payment of interest to 
the State of Maryland upon the proper principle, 
such as prevailed in mercantile transactions, and 


it was vetoed by General Jackson, and the veto | 
came in at-the next session of Congress, on the || 


ground that it was disturbing the usual mode of 
settlement. [Laughter.] 

_After I became a member of the Senate, I re- 
vived this claim of Maryland, under instructions 
from my State Legislature, and I introduced a 


general bill, providing for the liquidation of the | 


interest due to the different States of the Union, 
which had made such advances in a body. It 
was objected to by a gentleman, then a Senator 
from Alabama, who preferred that each State 
should have its own claim rest on its own basis. 
He introduced another bill for the benefit of the 
State of Alabama, and it was passed through the 
Senate, and under that bill the State of Alabama 


was paid according to the old mode of computation. | 


The Senate will remark, however, that this rule 


| was always adopted in the allowance of interest. | 
The Government of the United States never paid | 
interest, except where the State had paid interest | 


itself upon its advance, oF had lost interest, and 
Alabama obtained her allowance of interest be- 
cause the funds which she had applied to aid the 
General Government were taken from a bank 








which was her property, and she had thus been ob- 
liged to contract her line of discounts, and so lost 
interest. The State of Maryland obtained inter- 
est because she had liquidated the bonds which 
she had given to her creditors for the money she 
applied for the service of the Government during 
the war, by selling United States stock of which 
she was owner, thus transferring to the liquida- 
tion of this obligation an interest-bearing fund. 
The principle was that the United States would 
pay no interest, except where interest had actu- 
ally been paid or lost by the State. 


As the State of Maryland came within that cate- 


gory, she was entitled to interest; and after long 


years of dispute on the subject, the Congress of 
the United States at the last session passed the 
act which has been referred to, providing for the 
reéxamination and readjustment of the account of 
the State of Maryland, and directing that the in- 
terest should be calculated according to certain 
rules laid down by the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States for that purpose; that is to say, first 
applying the payments to the interest, and when 
the interest was all liquidated, then applying them 
to the principal; and under that act L think the 
State of Maryland received after the last session 
of Congress about two hundred and seventy thou- 
sand gollars. There are several States interested 
in like manner, I do not now recollect how many; 
but when I originally introduced the bill, | care- 
fully noticed the States interested and their num- 
ber, and no doubt the amount will be very large. 
Delaware, South Carolina, Virginia, and several 
other States, are interested, and the amountis very 
large; but ldo not know that magnitude of the 
obligation is any defense against the passage of 
an act for payment according to the principles of 
equity which have been applied to the State of 
Maryland. ‘This is aninconvenient time, it is true, 
for us to be dunned for this money; but | think 
we ought to settle fairly, if we do nothing else. 
If we cannot pay the money, we ought at least to 
acknowledge the obligation. 

Mr. PUGII called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 33, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Bright, Broderick, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, 
Foster, Hamlin, Hammond, Harlan, Hayne, Houston, [ver 
son, Jones, Keunedy, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Rice, Seward, 
Simmons, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Wade, Wil- 
son, Wright, and Yulee—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Brown, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clingman, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hunter, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Pugh, Reid, Se- 
bastian, Slidell, Stuart, and Trumbull —19. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. IVERSON. I have another amendment 
to offer, to come in at the end of the first section: 

That the several acts granting twenty per cent. additional 
pay to the clerks employed atthe Washington navy-yard 
be so construed as to embrace the inspector of timber in 
the service at the time of the passage of said acts. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not that a private claim? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


| thinks it is. 


Mr. lVERSON. Then I have nothing more to 
say. I have another amendment io offer, to come 
in after line two hundred and fifty-eight. The 


| provision is: 


** For binding twenty-four hundred copies of Code of the 
District of Columbia,at seventy-five cents per copy, author- 
ized by act approved 3d March, 1855, $1,875.”’ 


I propose to add this amendment: 


And that all the ruling and binding for the several Exee- 
utive Departments shall be executed by practical and com- 
petent bookbinders, to be appointed by the head of the De- 
partment. 


We have already, in a previous bill, directed 


| that all printing shall be done by practical printers; 


and all engraving by practical engravers. | wish 
to put the binding on the same footing, and regu- 


| late and control it so that it may not be given to 


special favorites or persons who are to be bene- 
fited by these appointments. Let it go to prac- 


| tical mechanics. 


Mr.CRITTENDEN. Howare they appointed 
now? 

Mr. IVERSON. At the discretion of the heads 
of Departments, and given out ds they choose. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is the way they 
are to be appointed by the amendment, I under- 
stand. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
tical bookbinders. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


But they are to be prac- 





aia deal aati nt 


ee eee 


— 


iy 


M f 
a eR avtrcneceereeneeeenne Gages ce 
7 


oy 


oe 


=.) 


sav wih ncihicliisaiaddioad. 


a es 


7 


re 


4 
FI 
s 
e 


} 
' 
| 
: 


vos 
a 


ee 








_ And be it further enacted, That when any district judge 
is, or shall be designated and appointed, under and by vir- 
tue of the act entitled ** An act to provide for holding the 


courts of the United States in the case of the sickness or | 
approved | 
July 29, 1850, and under and by virtue of the act amenda- | 


” 


disability of the judges of the district courts, 


tory of the same, approved on the 2d day of April, 1852, to 
perform the duties and exercise the powers in said acts 
specified, there shall be allowed and paid to each district 
judge, as a compensation for such service, in addition to his 
expenses, ae provided by said acts, the further sum of eight 
dollara per day, while engaged therein; which, when cer- 
tified by the clerk and the district attorney, shall be paid by 
the marshal, with such expenses, and shall be allowed him 
iu bis accounts with the United States. 


Mr. HUNTER. This is legislation. I do not | 


know where we shall stop. We might as well 
take up the Calendar, and put all the bills on the 
appropriation bills, 

fr. DIXON. I think thisisin order. It is 
carying out the provisions of the laws referred to 
in the emendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator from 
Louisiana will state whether the committee have 
ever agreed to this amendment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. We had the subject under 
consideration in the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and we came to the conclusion that we would not 


recommend it to the Senate, aftera full discussion | 


in committee. The Senator from Ohio, (Mr. 
Puaen,} I think, was in favor of reporting an 
amendment of this kind to the appropriation bill, 
but he was the only member of the committee 
who agreed to it; and, upon full discussion in the 
committee, the proposition of the Senator from 
Ohio was rejected. I think the Senator will re- 
member it. 

Mr. PUGH. I was never in favor of putting 
any proposition on an appropriation bill for legis- 
lation. ‘That is a mistake of the Senator from 
Louisiana; but I was in favor of increasing the 
salary of the district judge for Connecticut, be- 
cause that judge was compelled to go to the city 
of New York, and hold court almost as much as 
the judge of that district. I am now in favor of 
increasing his salary, and increasing it largely; 
but as to this particular proposition, which I sup- 
pose is meant to cover his case, I do not think I 
can go for general legislation on this bill. 


Mr. GREEN. Icall for the reading of the first | 


part of the amendment again. 
The Secretary read it. 
Mr. GREEN. 

reading of that was to see whether it would have 

a tendency to reach back. There was a case re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, the | 


design of which was to reach back and pay a 
certain judge who had held a certain post. We 
thought it a private claim. ‘The law which au- 
thorizes this transfer of jurisdiction specially 
says thatthe judges shall be paid their expenses, 
as certified by the clerk, under a certain statement 
of facts, without any addition to their salaries; 
and it was our opinion, and it is mine now as an 
individual, that their salary is enough. If, how- 
ever, the salary 1s not enough, we ought to add 
to the salary, and not to undertake, in an indirect 
method, to merease the compensation the law au- 
thorizes. IL hope the amendment will be voted 
down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


understood the Senator from Virginia to make a 


question of order on this point, 
Mr. HUNTER. No, sir. I do not see how I 
can raise a question of order. I say it is legisla- 


tion, and we ought to vote it down for that rea- | 


son. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is on the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I have a few amendments to 


offer from the Committee on Public Buildings | 


and Groands. First, I move to insert, at the end 
of the first section: 


For filing up the grounds belonging to the United States | 


south of, and immediaicly adjoining, the present Capitol 
inciosure, $30,000. — ioe . 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It is manifest that we can- 
not get through with this bill to night; and I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to—ayes sixteen, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. This appropriation is one of 


many recommended by the Secretary of the In- | 


terior as embracing an improvement very import- 


| time. 


| posed to bu 
|| grounds; and whether we ought not to consider | 


My object in calling for the 


The question | 
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ings, however, agreed to but two of the great 
number of recommendations—only those that 
they considered indispensably necessary at this 
This is the only speech I have to make. 
Mr. CLAY. What is the necessity? 
Mr.GREEN. I would inquire if it is not pro- 
out certain lands to enlarge the 


the whole matter together? This is to fill up | 
south. I would prefer postponing the whole mat- 


Mr. BRIGHT. Whether the public grounds 









May 31, 





the amendment, as it now reads, provides for the 
criminalcourt. It should be * courts for the Dig. 


triet,’’ leaving it to the proper authorities to do. 
termine what courts shall occupy the buildings 
proposed to be erected. I propose to strike out 
the word ‘* criminal’’ before ‘* court,”’ and insert 
the letter ‘*s”’ after ** court.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. That can be done by general 
consent. 

Mr. BRIGHT. By unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


made. 


ter until we see how we are to enlarge the grounds. ! hears no objection, and the correction will be 
; 
| 


be enlarged or not, this is an improvement neces- 
sary and proper to be made. I have no doubt | 
that if the public grounds be enlarged we shall go, 
at least, as faras C street. If we should go as far 
as C street, the improvement contemplated by this 
amendment will have to be made. 

Mr. MASON. What is the object? 

Mr. BRIGHT. To fill up the low lands ad- 
joining the Capitol. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 have another amendment to | 
offer. 

For making improvements provided for in the fifteenth | 
section of the city charter, approved May 15, 1820, and the 
twelfth section of the amended charter, approved May 17, | 
1848, 35,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. What is that? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The laws referred to in the 
amendment provide that whenever the owners of | 





the opposite side of the street, shall make a corre- 
sponding improvement. It isan appropriation to | 
be placed at the disposal of the Secretary of the 
Interior, for the purpose of carrying out the ex- 
isting laws referred to in the amendment, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have another amendment 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to add at the end of the first section: 

That the President of the United States cause the sum | 
of $6,000 to be advanced to Clark Mills, in addition to the 
sum already advanced, out of the 859,000 appropriated by 
the act of January 25, 1853, to erect at the capital of the 
nation, an equestrian statue of Washington, on the personal 


application and receipt of the said Mills: Provided, That || 


the said Mills furnish the Secretary of the Interior with se- 
curity for the completion of the statue as the Secretary may 


Mr. Mills has made his own speech in favor of | 
this appropriation, in the shape of a memorial, | 
which f will ask the Secretary to read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives, | | 
|| it, sir, for you opposed it very vehemently; and 


in Congress assembled: 

By an act of Congress passed on the 25th January, 1853, | 
$50,000 were appropriated, to enable the President of the 
United States to employ the undetsigned to erect an eques- 
trian statue of Washington at the capital. 

In the contract drawn up between the President and the 
undersigned, and signed by them, it was stipulated that only 
$20,000 should be paid to the undersigned until after the 
statue was completed and erected. 

The undersigned had collected materials, and his work 


Was in advance when, unfortunately, a fire destroyed all his || 


works and machinery. | 
In consequence ofthis, the undersigned has not been able | 
to complete and erect this statue up to this time, but it is | 
completed except the pedestal. | 
Congress has already given to the undersigned $5,000 | 
more than the contract stipulated, in consideration of his | 
great losses by fire, but he yet finds himself unable to com 
plete and end this statue, without being permitted to draw 
$6,000 more from the Treasury at this time 3; and the object | 








Mr. SEWARD. 
additional section: 

“And be it further enacted, That the public lands in the 
Territory of Kansas shall not be offered at publie sale unjij 
the expiration of one year from and after the Ist day of 
November next. 


Mr. HUNTER. That is general legislation of 
avery importantcharacter. Certainly that ought 
not to be put on the bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the objection? 

Mr. HUNTER. The objection is, that it is g 
matter of general legislation relating to a subject 
of great importance. 

Mr.SEWARD. I willbe content with the yeas 
and nays on it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. Does the Chair decide the amend- 
ment to be in order? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I offer an amendment as an 


No question 


property, private individuals, shall go on to im- || of order was raised. 


»rove their grounds, the Government, ifowning on || . 
I grounds, the Government, . | has no sort of pertinency. V 


Mr. PUGH. I raise he pene of order. It 
e cannot put on any- 
thing. I refer to Jefferson’s Manual. It says an 
amendment must have some pertinency to the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
not aware of any rule that excludes it. 
Mr. MASON. It is irrelevant. 


Mr. CLAY. Does not the general principle of 


|| the Manual exclude irrelevant matter? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
not aware of any general parliamentary law which 
excludes an amendment on the ground of irrele- 
vancy. 


Mr. TOOMBS. I take an appeal. I supposed 


| everybody knew an amendment must have some- 


thing to do with the bill. 
Mr. PEARCE. I think the Senator from Geor- 


require || gia is mistaken; I think it has been decided, over 


and over again, that incongruity is no reason for 
ruling out an amendment. The Senate must rec- 
ollect an example, not very ancient, when an in- 
valid pension bill was here,and I moved to it an 
amendment to repeal alaw granting certain lands 
to a railroad in the West. I think you recollect 


it was then decided that incongruity was no ob- 
jection to an amendment for the purpose of ruling 


it out of order, as it had been decided before. 
That was not the first time it was so decided. The 
|| Senate have so ruled again and again. 


I do not 
think the amendment is out of order; but I shall 


certainly not vote for it. 


Mr. SEWARD. The nearest approach I have 
ever seen to an objection like this occurred in the 


State of New York, where an amendment was 


ruled out of order because it was a very long 
amendment made to a very short bill. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have avoided that point here by offering 
a very short amendment to a very long bill; and 


| I am quite satisfied that it is very important, how- 


of this memorial is to petition your honorable bodies to al- || eyer incongruous it may be. 


low bim the amount out of the $25,000 of the apprepriation | 
yet unexpended. 7 
And your petitioner will ever pray, &c., &e. 
CLARK MILLS. 
Wasutnctron, May 21, 1£58. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I have one other amendment 


to add at the end of the first section: 


To pay the draughtsman employed by the Committees on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, for drawings and calculations furnished, and inci- 
dental expenses defrayed by him during the last and pres- 


| ent session of Congress, $528. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I have still another amend- 
ment. There was an amendment passed on Sat- 


| urday, on motion of the Senator from Mississippi, 
|| {Mr. Brown,] providirfg for the appropriation 


of $30,000 for the purpose of completing rooms 


| for the several courts in this District. Itis neces- 
\ sary to strike out the word “ criminal.’’ I think 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? | ' 

Mr. BENJAMIN. [hope the appeal will be 
withdrawn, and let us vote on the question. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Well, I withdraw it. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Dixon, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Hamlin, Harlan, Kennedy 
Rice, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, a» 
Wilson—17. t 
NAYS—Meesrs. Allen, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, itzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hayne, Houston, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, 
Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Sh- 
1, Thomson of New Jersey, Toombs, Wright, and Yulee 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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he Mr. STUART. Iam requested by the Secre- Affairs, [Mr. Sesastian,] who also understands } the city of Jefferson, in the State of Missouri, 
ae tary of the Interior to offer the following amend- || this question, and agrees with me, that the line || $30,000. 
les ment, to regulate appeals from the Land Office to || surveyed by McCoy twenty years ago, ought to || Mr. FITCH. I admit the depressed condition 
g3 the Secretary, to have them in the first place go '| be now established as the true line. It varies it, | of the Treasury; butif this amendment is adopted 
ut to the Commissioner of the General Land Office. || as I said, at one end, perhaps a mile and three | it will place the towns where these post offices are 
rt It is the only effectual way. The amendment is | quarters, and does not vary it at all at the other; | asked, or rather place these appropriations on the 
to insert as a new section: | it leaves the gore of land now thickly settled, and || same footing with many others. Appropriations 
al and be it further enacted, That the eleventh section of || which the Indian Office proposes to disturb by || have already been made for this object for which 


the act of Congress approved September 4, 1841, entitled | 
« An act to appropriate the proceeds of the public lands, 


adjusting these fees simple. ‘There are some three || there is no money inthe Treasury. They amount 

i} e a ei } 2 i > 
; «Aa grant preémption rights,” be so amended that ap. | hundred half-breed Indians there, and an abund | only to a declaration on the part of Congress of 
r peals from the decisions of the district officers, in cases of | ance of land, it being ten miles by twenty, for the || their willingness that the money shall be expended 
be contest between different settlers for the right of preémp- || whole of them, with this line as it stands. The || for such purposes whenever we have it. The Sen- 
tion, shall hereafter be decided by the Commissioner ofthe || Senator from Virginia may say it is legislation— | 


seneral Land Office, whose decision shall be final, unless || ;, ; . ° ses ; . Pree noe Virginia deems ithis duty, = doubtless 
an Genel therefrom be taken to the Secretary of the Interior. || ‘t 183 but I think, at all events, it is legislation as || it is, to object. I would simply remind the Sen- 

apps HUNTER. This is legislati It | important as the general appropriation bill. You || ator that the capital of his State, and the capital 
he Mr. a levi lation. but 8 hall, end || cannot disturb those settlers at this time without i of my own State, are provided for, and I cannot, 
a be very ow = ns ee f thi oe - || producing immense mischief in the or te! || therefore, consistently vote against appropriations 
the oe i X contiver ee ee || Mr. HUNTER. If we could confine the ap- || of this kind for the capitals of other States, where 

' upon ©. : || propriation bills to proper subjects of appropria- || they are asked. 

ie “Mr. STUART. It is not only very good le- | tion, it would not take us the tenth of the time || Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is any further 
ht gislation, but legislation which will save a great | 


deal of trouble and expense to the Government. 


sequence of this sort of legislation is, that any || 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I have an 





| 
} 
| we now consume in acting upon them. The con- || amendment in order? 
| 
| 
| 


8 Ls sienpy ne me ree tacaen, hecones { chairman of a committee can bring up all the bills | ee ian anteentni-sieabia 
e é Fche Gari at eiviag to the Ges: | reported by his committee, and unless I can show Hl . e PRE LD 2R, (Mr. Srvart 
: of the change of tl ’ giving ’ '| it is bad legislation, it goes on the appropriation || in the chair.) The Senator from Arkansas has 
retary of the Interior what at the time was given || },i) [have not examined this amendment. It || the floor, but the Chair will state to him that an 
as to the Secretary of the Treasury. I hope there 


| may be very good, or it may be very bad. All I || amendment to the amendment has been proposed 


- will be no objection to it. | can do is to examine the question of appropri- || by the Senator from Missouri, which he is pre- 


Mr. HUNTER. I think we ought not to put 


d. Lines it this bill | ation; but if we are to admit that any measure || paring. 

| oe es rh agreed to '| which is good, or any bill which is good, isa || Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to offer 
: . I gislati ropriati iment, that $30,006 iat 

on Sr. GTUART. 1 offer ancther execndment, || fet aeideslie a upon appropriation | an amendment, that $30,000 be appropriated for 


ow a custom-house and post office at Little Reck, in 
which, as it is to save a good deal of money, I 


It hina Gall ast th Meat te, Ek ie. fo ed ce a.| Mr. STUART. I only wish to say that I am || the State of Arkansas. There never has been 
y= eto m | as much opposed as the Senator is to adding to || any appropriation made at that city. There is 
on = a oe || the general ere bills any legislation || no place for the courts or post office there. This 
1 And be it further enacted, That so much of all acts and |! which is not indispensable; but that Senator him- || appropriation has already passed once in this 
ite parts of acts as require or authorize the Postmaster General 


is to publish notice of letting contracts to carry the mails in || 8¢!€ or his own committee has introduced general | body, and if it be in order, | now move it as an 
the respective States, in newspapers published in the city || legislation upon this bill. It was that specics of | amendment. 


fe - District of Columbia, be, and the same || general legislation, however, that required imme- || ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
is hereby, repealed. | 


of ,' : _ || diate action, and so does this. I do not move it || suggest to the Senator that the amendment is not 
I will only say that in response to a resolution: | for any other purpose in the world. I say that | in order, as the Senator from Missouri is now 

‘. which I submitted, directed to the Secretary of the |! the President and the Secretary of the Interior, in ] preparing an amendment to the amendment. 
ch Treasury, it was ascertained that the cost of pub- || obedience to the tenth article of that treaty, are 1 Mr. HUNTER. I suppose that the amend- 
ve lishing the mail lettings at this season, in these || now adjusting these fees simple, and it becomes || ments are not in order unless they are in pursu- 

Washington papers, was $47,000. It amounts to || necessary to determine at once that line. The set- || ance of estimates from a Departmentor come from 
ed about this sum every time they are published, || tlers upon that gore of land there have gone on it || acommittee. I hope the Chair will ask that ques- 
a and it is agreed by the Post Office Department || in good faith, it being land open to preémption, || tion. 

that it is utterly useless. ‘The amendment pro- || We said to them, by proclamations, that it was || Mr. BIGLER. Let us vote on the amendment 
ahs poses to repeal such laws as make that necessary. || open to preémption. They have respected the || of the Senator from Indiana. : 
te Mr. HUNTER, It may bea very good amend- | line of McCoy. Not a man of them has gone or Mr. CLAY. ‘To save time on these points of : 
‘or ment; but us be legislation. attempted to go over it, but they are simply on | order, | ask whether the amendments are in or- 4 
* _ Mr. FESSENDEN and Mr. HAMLIN. But | public land. It is reported that there is an abund- || der unless they come from some committee, or in Th 
vi it is necessary legislation. crap || ance of land to make the assignments under that || pursuance of an estimate from a Department ? rs 
a. Mr. TOOMBS. My opinion is that they should | treaty in good faith and to spare within the bound- || |The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is a ques- : 
ds be published but in one paper,and that one here. | aries of McCoy’s line run twenty yearsago. The || tion of fact to be ascertained from the Senator 2 
oe The amendment was agreed to. | Government will be involved in immense difficulty || who offers the amendment. , Ue 
“ Mr. STUART. I have only one further amend- || and immense expense, unless we settle itnow. || Mr. POLK. I do not propose it from a com- * 
ma ment to offer—to add as an additional section: Mr. POLK. It is evident that we cannot get || mittee. 5 sy 
vi _sAnd be it further enacted, That the line surveyed byJohn | through with the bill; and I therefore move that || The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is not au- a 
i Seay, tn ESD ete, wocter ounday ofthe tn || the Senate adjourn. | thorized by a committe, oF to carry out a reso~ | 
he between Glut aanhtne tins on the part of the United States ond tt The motion was not agreed to. aap | lution of the Senate, or in pursuance ofan estimate 
lot certain Indian tribes at Prairie du Chien, on the 15th of July, The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison || from a Department, it is out of order, under the 
all 1830, be, and the same is hereby, established as the true || the amendment of the Senator from Michigan. || rule. : 

western boundary of said tract. 1 Mr. BIGLER. [ hope the amendment will be | Mr. CLAY. Then let us have the question on 
‘a If the Senate will give me its ear fora moment, || adopted. It is indispensably necessary. the amendment of the committee. 
om I think there will be no objection to this amend- | The amendment was agreed to, there being, on Mr. BROWN. I understand that the amend- 
os ment. The tenth article of the treaty provided || a division—ayes twenty-one, noes not counted. || ment moved by the Senator from Indiana did 
“se that a certain tract of land west of Missouri, being || Mr. FITCH. I offer the following amendment || come from the Committee on the Post Office and 
i ten miles deep, and lying between the Great and || from the Committee on the Post Office and Post || Post Roads. 
at Little Nemaha, should be retained by those In- || Roads, to add at the end of the first section: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so 
a dians in possession, and that at some subsequent || For the construction of a building for a post office, and || understands. ; 
st time the President of the United States should be || other Government purposes, in the city of Brooklyn, State Mr. BROWN. And the objection made to the 

authorized to give a fee simple to such portions | aoe York, = and also — aeons puildit may || amendment of the Senator from Missouri is, that 

of them as weré thought proper. The line was | * tate apc ve at Padin aod Se re tae it does not come from a committee. Well, sir, I 
on | > purchase of a site, and the erection of a building | : 
i run twenty years ago, by Mr. McCoy. When we | thereon, in Columbus, in the State of Ohio, for a post office || have yet to learn, when an amendment is offered 


passed the Kansas-Nebraska act, we provided for 








and other Government purposes, $50,090. 


and is received, that nothing can be in order as an 


be the survey of the remainder of the land. The For the purchase of asite, for the building for public pur- || 
lands were surveyed up to that line, subject to 
reémption, ay and settled by a large num- 


er of settlers. The amount of property there, | 


poses, authorized to be erected at Tallahassee, by the act of | amendment to that . amendment whieh does not 
March 3, 1857, the sum of $20,000, | come froma committee. That isa mode of le- 
For a site, and building for a post office, and other Gov- || gislation that I have never keard of before. Ifa 


| || ernment purposes, in Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, || committee can recommend the building of a post 
- as is proved to the committee, is over seventy || ‘Mesum of $90,000. '| office at Hartford, Connecticut, then, according 
P A ’, . yj For the purchase of a site, and the erection of a building once at arviora, 20 ¢_ “San, Gaeoreine 

. thousand dollars. A town is built upon it. Now || thereon, in Harrisburg, State of Pennsylvania, for a post || to this idea, I must go to a committee to get them 
js & question arises as to whether that land was cor- || office, and other Goverament purposes, $50,000. to consent to an appropriation to build a post of- 
=n rectly surveyed; whether it is about a mile and || Mr. HUNTER. The Treasury is already || fice in Missisgippi, which amendment | intend to 
dy, three quarters too short at one end; but there is || nearly broken down in carrying out appropria- || move at the first opportunity. There can be no 


and more land there than is necessary to do justice to 


tions made for existing buildings. It seems to me || such rule; and from such ruling I take an appeal 
the half-breeds under that article of the treaty. | 


this can be no time to add to those burdens by au- | to the Senate, if the chairman of the Committee 








oh The conflict is now made, and it is imminent. || thorizing these new buildings. 1 willsay no more, || on Finance insists upon making such a rule. We 

er. The Secretary of the Interior is now adjusting | but [ hope the Senate will vote the amendment || shall next be told thatif a bill is before the Senate 

1e8, those fee simples under the treaty, and it is neces- || down. cannot think ghey will put it on this || from a regular committee, then you cannot move 

_ sary that the action be speedy, in order to be of || bill. || an amendment to it unless you get the consent of 
ie value. || Mr. POLK. If an amendment to the amend- || a committee to do so. 


have submitted the question to, and consulted || ment is in order, I offer one to appropriate for a 


i hairm Why, sir, such legislation is perfectly mon- 
with, the chairman of the Committee on Indian || post office building, and other public offices, in 


strous. After a while we shall be told that we 
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must take the rulings of committees; that the pre- 
cise sum which they offer must be accepted; and 
that you can neither move to increase or diminish 
it upon the suggestion of a single Senator. 
might as well give up the whole business of le- 
gislation to the Departments and committees, and 
rule out individual Senators entirely. The posi- 
tion of individual Senators will be utterly ignored 
and rendered worthless here, and all your legis- 





You | 


lation will be done in committee room, and not | 


in the Senate. I protest against it; | protest that 
when a subject is before the Senate, I, asa single 


individual Senator, have the right to move any | 


amendment I choose to the proposition standing 
for legislation before the body. Any other rule 
is in derogation of my rights as a member of this 
body. “Ifa proposition comes from a committee 


to build a post office at Hartford or at any other | 


point, I insist that I have the right toadd to that 


. | 
cone as | mean to do, an amendment to | 
yuild a post office at the city of Jackson, that be- | 


ing the seat of government in my own State. 

Mr. CLAY. Monstrous as it may sound to 
the Senator, it is, nevertheless, the rule of this 
body which prevents such an amendment being 
made, as out of order; and if he never learned it 
before it is because he sat here with 
stopped, or never read the rules. 
of the Senate provides: 

**No amendment proposing additional appropriations 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill’ — 

Mr. BROWN. 

Mr. CLAY. 


through? 


Precisely. 


—*‘untess it be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing (aw, Or some act or resolution previously passed 
by the Senate during that session, or moved by direction 
of a standing or select committee of the Senate, or in pur 
suance of an estimate from the head of some of the De 
partments.”’ 

Now, sir, to say that because an amendment 
offered by a committee proposing an appropriation 
is made, and is in order, that any other amend- 
ment to that amendment, making appropriations 
for similar objects in other cities is in order, is 
certainly shirking the rule in a way that cannot 
be countenanced by the Senate. Upon that prin- 
ciple, all thatis necessary in order to prevent any 
amendment bemg ruled out of order, is to getsome 


his ears | 
The 30th rule | 


Will the Senator wait until I get | 





amendment moved by a committee; and every in- | 


dividual member of this Senate, by the reasoning 
of the Senator, may move an appropriation for 
like objects in some other State. 1 will not argue 
s0 plain a proposition as this. I ask the Chair to 
decide the point of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did | 


decide the point of order. 

Mr. BROWN. And I appealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi appealed from the decision. 

Mr. BROWN. Theconstruction which the Sen- 
ator from Alabama puts upon this rule, that you 
cannot move an appropriation except in pursu- 


ance of the precise language of the rule he reads, 
just amounts to this: that if the committee brings 


in & proposition to make an appropriation for a 
given sum, then I cannot move to increase the 
sum unless I can have the consent of a standing 
committee todo it. “That is what it amounts to. 
I thought that no such construction was ever put 
upon the rule atall. But there is another rule that 
I have a right to move an amendment to any given 
proposition, provided it is germane to the subject. 

f this subject of this post office building was not 
before the Senate, then I should not insist that I 
had the right, on my individual responsibility, to 
bring in a new proposition; but the proposition 
being before the Senate,I simply insist that I can 
move any amendment which is germane to the 
subject before the body under a different rule. The 
rule read by the Senator is intended to apply to 
bringing in subjects entirely new. In reference to 
the subject brought in by the Senator from Indi- 
ana,itisanew one. [could not bring it in, hor 
could any other Senator, except from a committee; 
but the subject being here, I insist, under a differ- 
ent rule of the Senate, that I have a right to move 
any amendment I choose which is germane to 
that principal subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to ask 
the gentleman who brings in the original amend- 
menta question in regard to it. iow did the sub- 
ject come before the committee which now reports 
this amendment? 





| 





| Mr. PUGH. The committee had charge of the 


' whole subject. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Was there any || 


resolution referring the subject of a post office in | 


Connecticut to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads which gave. it jurisdiction ? 

Mr. FITCH. There was no resolution from 
| the Senate by which it came before the Post Office 
Committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Was there any 
in regard to any other case ? 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot speak positively as to 
how the subject of a post office in Connecticut 
| came before the committee, but I believe at the 
‘request of the Representative from that district. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then it seems 


that this subject was never referred to them, and || 
the States that had no representatives on the Com- | 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, not 
being aware of the action of the gentlemen upon 
the committee, have had no notice in this matter. 
In my own State I know that we are suffering for 
the want of such a building; but still the Treas- 
ury is depressed, and we were not disposed to 
press it. 
would be received here. The Senator offers an 
amendment for the erection of such buildings, and 
he represents that those States which are not rep- 
resented on the committee are not to bring in an 
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ators will accept it for the purpose of doing jus- 


| tice to that gallant little State: 
And for the purchase of a site, and for the erection of a 
| butiding for the courts of the United States, the post office 
| and collector’s office in Trenton, New Jersey, $50,000,’ 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wil} 
state that he must first dispose of the question of 
order which has been raised. The Senator from 
Mississippi takes an appeal from the decision of 
the Chair ruling out of order the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Missouri. The Sey. 
ator from Missouri stating that it is not reported 
from any committee, or recommended by the De- 
partment, the Chair decides that, under the 30th 
rule, which is in these words— 

“* Noamendment proposing additional appropriations shal} 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be 
made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, or 


some act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
| during that session, or moved by the direction of a standing 


oe, 


| or select committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of ag 





estimate from the lead of some of the Departments,” &e., 
this amendment is not in order. The Senator 


| from Mississippi appeals from that decision, and 


We did not think such a proposition | 


amendment germane to the proposition, or to | 


have any hope of relief at all. ‘That is our situ- 
ation. Ido not believe they have jurisdiction of 
these matters in the first place, unless the Senate 


referred them to them properly, and that they | 
could not originate propositions for appropria- | 
tions unless the subject was referred to them. 1 | 


think the whole amendment ought to be rejected. 
Mr. POLK. There were resolutions of the 
Legislature of Missouri submitted to the Senate 


at the commencement of the session in favor of | 


my proposition, It somehow happens, though, 
that a parcel of other places are recommended, 
and this one excluded. Now, sir, 1 think with 
the gentleman from Mississippi, that, when the 
subject-matter is offered by astanding committee, 
it is perfectly proper for another member to move 
to amend by inserting an amendment for building 
a post office in any other place where he ma 
deem it proper such a building should be nao 
Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. At the last 
session of this body, an amendment was adopted 
providing for the erection of a building in the 
State of New Jersey at Trenton, the capital of 
the State, for a post office; a custom-house, and 
the courts of the United States. It was recom- 


mended by everybody in the State of New Jer- || 
sey, by the judges of the supreme court, and by | 


the circuit and district judge of the State of New 
Jersey. It passed; but anamendment was offered 


by my friend from Arkansas which rather com- | 


the question is: ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate?”’ 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not rise to make a speech; 
but I wish to put a case to the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi, and ask him a question under this point ° 


of order. Suppose a committee reports an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill for $100,000. That 
is in order, because it comes from a committee, 
Suppose another Senator moves an amendment 
appropriating another $100,000, and that is put 
on; and another Senator proposes another amend- 
ment of $100,000, and so on until it is $1,000,000, 
is that the amendment of the committee? Is that 
the report of the committee? Is it the amend- 

/ ment of any committee? Certainly not. The re- 

| port of the committee is for $100,000, and the 

/ amendment is for $1,000,000. 

| Mr. PUGH. As I want the benefit of all these 

| precedents that gentlemen set, I demand the yeas 
and nays on that question. If gentlemen claim 
the right to add amendments to those of commit- 
tees, I want the question fixed. 

_ The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| Mr.JOHNSON,of Arkansas. Before the ques- 
tion is taken, | wish to put a question to the Chair; 

| and that is, whether it is in my power to raise a 
question of order on the first pr6position offered 
by the Senator from Indiana? 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it will be, when this question is disposed 


|| of. 


Mr. BROWN. 1 hope not, because the Chair 
has entertained the first proposition, and was 
about to put the question. Then an amendment 
was moved by the Senator from Missouri. The 
question was clearly in possession of the Senate 





plicated the matter, and it failed in the committee | 


of conference, as I was informed by my distin- 
guished friend from Virginia, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance. I introduced a bill at the 
commencement of this session for the same pur- 
pose; and it was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. That was the committee to which 


_always heretofore applications for buildings for | 


purposes of post offices, custom-houses, and of- 

fices for holding the courts of the United States 
| had been referred. The application was referred 
_ by the committee to the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury; and the Secretary of the Treasury said, in 
_ his communication to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, that Trenton was not a port 
of delivery, but a port of entry, with very little 
commerce. That is true enough; but we propose 
to change it, and it may be a very important 
| place in the course of a short time. But he left 


entirely out of view the fact that it is the capital 
| of the State of New Jersey; that the post office 
there is a very important one indeed; and that 
there is no place there in which the courts of the 
United States can hold their meetings; no place 
in which the records can be kept. A room is 
| hired for that purpose from time to time, or the 
\clerk of the court carries them backwards and 
forwards from one place to another, #3 he hap- 
pens to travel from Patterson, where he lives, 
down to Trenton. An gdverse report was made 
upon that application bythe Committee on Com- 
merce; and great injustice has been done to the 
State of New Jersey—very great injustice. I de- 
sire now to offer an amendment; and I hope Sen- 





without objection from the Chair or any member 
of the Senate; and I hold, after an amendment 
has been moved to it, and a question has been 
raised on the amendment to the amendment, and 
an appeal taken from that, we are not to go back 
to the original proposition. The question has 
been waived. 
Mr. GREEN. The whole of this question 
grows out of the rule of the Senate No. 30. That 
rule does not permit any individual Senator to 
move an amendment unless he has an estimate 
from a Department, or is authorized by a commit- 
tee toofferit. If it be anamendment to reduce an 
appropriation, or if it be to oe a general law, 
he can; but if it be to increase the appropriation 
he cannot offer it. Here an amendment was ol- 
fered by the Senator from Indiana, and came by 
authority of a committee. I raised no question 
of order, nor did anybody else. The rule says 
no amendment shall be moved to the bill without 
the authority of a committee, or of an estimate. 
The amendment offered by my colleague is not 
an amendment to the bill; it is an amendment to 
the amendment, and unless the Senate persist and 
push it on the bill, it will never go there. Itis 
all a technical rule with no foundation in reason 
or common sense, cutting off the rights of indi- 
viduals, and doing injustice to the public; and 
hence it ought to be strict] penetenils Yes, sir, 
I think it ought to be stricken out; but while this 
rule stands, you, as administrator of the rules, 
must administer it, but administer it to the letter. 
The amendment proposed is not an amendment 
to the bill; it is an amendment to the amendment. 
The technical literal construction of the rule does 
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not exclude it. I know it may be said if it be 
adopted it will go as an amendment to the bill; 
but that just depends upon the action of the Sen- 
ate; and ought not the Senate to have the power 
to control this thing? 

In the absence of all rule, every man would 
have the right to move anything he pleased; but 
we have rules; we choose to go by rules for the | 
purpose of expediting business, and to protect 
rights; but when a rule is in oe of indi- | 
vidual rights, and in derogation of State rights, it 
ought to be construed in the most strict possible 
manner. Construe this rule in the most strict pos- 
sible manner, and it will say, if you move the 
amendment to the bill, the rule says you shall not 
do it unless authorized by a committee, or you 
have estimates from the Department: if you move || 
it toan amendment, the rule says nothing at all 1 

| 





about it—not one word about it. You may say 
the reason of it applies. That is none of your || 
business, sir. I say the whole rule is in deroga- | 
tionof myright. You 7 the reason of the rule 
applies in one case as well as in the other. I say || 
the reason of the rule is none of your business, | 
and when you undertake to legislate, you are | 
doing what does not properly belong to you as | 
Presiding Officer of this body. The rule itself || 
simply says you shall not move it to the bill. | 
Nobody has moved it to the bill. If the Senate | 
orders it as an amendment to what a committee | 
has proposed; the Senate has done it, and not the | 
individual, and it will never be proposed to the | 
Senate unless the Senate first indorses it as an | 
amendment to the amendment; and the rule tech- | 
nically construed does not exclude it. ai 

I think that if all these appropriations are to be | 
considered, Jefferson City is entitled to as much | 
consideration as other places, and the public busi- | 
ness of the courts and the post office of ‘Trenton, | 
in the State of New Jersey, is entitled to as much | 
consideration as others. All of them appeal to || 





the Senate, not to an individual. If the Senate || 
does not indorse, they fail; but your technical rule, | 
wrong as it is, arbitrary as it is, does not, strictly | 
construed, exclude this amendment. I plant my- 
self upon that position, for the rule says you shall 
not move it to the bill. Thisis not moved tothe || 
bill; it is moved to the amendment. 

Now, if the rule be technical; if the rule be in || 
derogation of an inalienable right; if the rule be | 
wrong in itself—how dare you say that the rea- | 
son of the rule will apply as well in the one case | 
as in the other? Isay itiswrong. The rule does | 
not say so; and if you assume the right to say 
that the reason of the rule applies as well in one 
case as in the other, you are assuming to your- 
self a right that does not belong to the Presiding || 
Officer of this body. Itis not the law. The tech- 
nical Jaw is a harsh law; and yet that technical 
law does not exclude the amendment. I insist | 
upon the right of permitting the Senate to pass | 
upon the question whether they will put in Jef- | 
ferson City and Trenton, or whether they will | 
permit Jefferson City and Trenton to be passed | 
over, and injustice to be done to them. 

Mr. PUGH. Let us hear that rule read again, | 
as the Senator thinks it is not applivable to this 
case. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

**No amendment proposing additional appropriation shall 
be received to any appropriation bill, unless it be made to 
carry out the provisions of some existing law, or some act | 
or resolution previously passed by the Senate during that 
session, or moved by directioh of a standing or select com- 
mittee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate from 
the head ef some of the Departments.” 

Mr.BROWN. Iwanttosay, inasingle word, 
that this is simply an attempt to perfect the 
amendment reported by the standing committee 
before it passes—that is the point. ‘The amend- 
ment is here; this is a proposition to perfect it; 
and I insist that if the Senate refuses that right to 
individual Senators, then the whole right of legis- 
lation is at an end; and the position of individ- | 
ual Senators is utterly absorbed, blotted out, de- | 
stroyed, by the action of your rules. Am I to be | 
told that I can move to diminish an appropriation, | 
and cannot move to increase it; that Tean add | 


, ae 








|| tom-house in one place; and can I, as an individ- 
' ual Senator, tack on every town in the United 
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nothing to the proposition, under the rule, as con- | 
strued by the Chair, because it interferes with the 
action of astanding committee; that we must take | 


propositions precisely as they come from commit- 


tees, or not take them at all? I have said be- 
dividual Senator, to move one of these appropri- 
ations; but since the proposition is here, I have 
the right to perfect it, by moving to amend it, and 
to amend it by any sort of proposition germane 
to the thing itself which I chooseto move. The | 
Senate may vote down my amendment; but to say | 
that I have not the right to perfect the proposition 
by my own motion, before called upon to vote for 
it, is utterly to ignore my position as a Senator, 
and I say that cannot be done. 

Mr. PUGH. As the Senator from Missouri | 





| 
| 
} 
| 


and the Senator from Mississippi seem disposed || say it? 
; to press the question, lam bound to say that I | M 


am amazed that any gentleman in this Senate 
Chamber should presume to think that there was | 


'adoubt about the rule. What is the object of 


the rule ? 

Mr. BROWN. What it says. 
Mr. PUGH. Isit to invest the standing com- 
mittees with any power? Itis to require delib- 
eration; it is to prevent this very thing. Ido not 
say that Jefferson City is not @ proper place for | 
these buildings; but why is it sprung upon the | 
Senate now? We have never heard anything | 
about it. We have none of the safeguards that 
the Senate has sought to provide, and the object 
of the rule is, that those cases which have gone to | 
a committee, and beenexamined and found proper, 
shall not be defeated by loading them down in the 
Senate with appropriations which nobody has 
considered. ‘That is the whole of it. 
The Senator talks about perfecting the amend- 
ment. He means defeating it. I acknowledge 
ou can move to reduce the appropriation; no- 
ody denies that. Youcan move to reduce it, but 
you cannot move to increase it. Thatisthe safe- | 
guard against these amendments. The committee | 
on Saturday reported an appropriation for a cus- | 


States? Why, sir, I would keep you here from 
the Ist day of January to the last day of December 
debating one appropriation bill under such a rule 


as that; but I do not care whether the Senate de- || 
| cide this amendment to be in order or out of order; | 


[ wantarecord of it. If the Senator claimsa right | 
individually to add amendments without the con- | 


| sideration of a committee, | want that right myself 
| in the future. 
|| priations. 


I am not opposed to these appro- | 
They may be proper, but they have 
not been considered. 

Mr. GREEN. When the Senator from Ohio 
says the object of the law means so and so, he 
admits that the letter of the rule does not accom- 

lish it. 

Mr. PUGH. I beg the Senator’s pardon; the 
letter of the rule is as much against him, | think, 
as the reason. 

Mr. GREEN. If the letter was, why appeal to | 
the object? Now I have always thought when 
I have practiced before justices of the peace—and 
I have had a little practice there—that one good | 
reason was always enough, and my old preceptor 
at law told me, when you have one good reason, 
stand upon that and take no other. He says the 
object of the law istodothus and so. How does he 
know the object, except fromthe language? How | 
dare he infer the object, except from the language? | 
I have as much right to prescribe the object as he | 
has, and every other man has, but yet he assumes | 
to know the whole object of the Jaw. I think I 
know the object, and [ think that object is this: | 
when the bill is pending, an arbitrary and harsh | 
unfeeling rule has been instituted, which says no | 
member shall propose an amendment unless that | 
amendment has been authorized by a committee, | 
or the estimates have been made by the head of | 
a Department. 
constitutional right. 
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fore, I never insisted that I had a right, as an in- || 
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State? You can only answer it by saying each 
House shall regulate its own proceedings, and in. 
the process of regulation it has adopted this rule. 
This rule is an arbitrary rule; it is a harsh rule; 
itis anunfair rule. It gives to old members, who 
have happened to have been here some six, eight, 
or ten years, time enough to become chairmen of 


committees, power superior to that which is pos- _ 


sessed by young members, who must always go 
to the foot and ‘‘ spell up;’’ while those young 
members may represent a State as much entitled 
to rights as any others. When your rule is thus 
harsh, thus unconstitutional, thus in derogation 
of rights, if I can by any fair process avoid it, | 
will do it. Does the rule say that I shall not pro- 
pose an,amendment to an amendment? I pause 
forareply. I ask the Senator from Ohio, does it 


r. PUGH. Practically, it does. 
Mr. GREEN. Practically ! What does it say? 
Quien sabe ? 

Mr. PUGH. I had it read once for the. Sena- 
tor’s information, 

Mr. GREEN. You have it read, but you do 
notsay it. I am insisting upon my original rights; 


| and when I say no rule of the Senate does, ex viter- 
} 


mini, take away these original rights, as it would 
be a harsh construction of the rule, I intend to 
stand by them; and when he appeals to the ob- 
ject and spirit of the rule, it is an admission that 





That rule is in derogation of a || floo 
I might stop here, and ask | 
where is the power to take away my constitu: | 
tional rights as one of the representatives of a || 


| the words of the rule do not excludeit. This is my 
position, and I intend to stand by it. Itis harsh, 
it is unfair, itis in derogation of ordinary con- 
stitutional rights; and it can subserve no public 
benefit. Do you suppose, Mr. President, that 
any proposition will be made here and deceive the 
Senate if you cannot deceive a committee—mis- 
lead the Senate, if you could not mislead the com- 
mittee—bamboogle the Senate, if you could not 
bamboozle a committee? I have no fear of it. 
I believe that there is as much virtue in the Sen- 
ate, and a little more so, because the members are 
increased, than there isin acommittee. I believe 
there is as much intelligence, and I think a little 


|| more, in the Senate, than in any committee. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Question, ques- 


| tion! 


Mr. GREEN. I hear a Senator say ‘* ques- 
tion.”” That is justwhatI amon. Iam on the 
question, and I intend to discuss the question, 
and I think | am disoussing the question. If the 
| Senator thinks I am not, he can call me to order. 
But for him, illegally and in violation of the pro- 
a of the Senate, to call ** question,’’ when 

am discussing the question, is what I do not 
| intend to submit to. hen no man is addressing 
you, Mr. President, and there is an anxiety upon 
the part of the Senate to have a vote, I am pleased 
to hear Senators call ‘* question;”’ but when there 
is an implied dissatisfaction, when a man is on 
the floor, and talking pertinently to the question, 
to say ** question,’’ is unpleasant. Ido feel hurt, 
and I do not intend to take it tamely. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator need not be address- 
ing himself to me. I did not. call ‘* question.’ 
But, sir 

Mr. GREEN. Then I do not know who did it. 

Mr. CLAY. But, Mr. President, I do not think 
the Senator need exhibit so much feeling that we 
should be impatient at this hour of the evening. 

Mr. GREEN. [I think not either. 

Mr. CLAY. The Senator has addressed him- 
self to me. 








Mr. GREEN. I did, because I believed you to 
say ‘* question.” 
Mr. CLAY. Idid not. . 


‘ — JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
said it. 

ys GREEN. The Senator from Arkansas 
said it. 

Mr. JOHNSON; of Arkansas. 
know of any particular—— 
Mr. GREEN. Take your seat, sir. I have the 


But I do not 





oor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well, sir: 
I yield to you. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calle 
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the Senators to order. The Senator from Mis- if 


souri has the floor. 1 
| Slates: ¢ 


Mr. GREEN. 
to keep it. a cs 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to Senators that the rule requires every 
Senator to address the Chair. 

Mr. GREEN. | am addressing the Chair; and 
1 thought I was talking pertinently to the ques- | 
tion, showing why this amendment was in order, | 
and why the arguments addressed against it were | 
not sufficient to defeat the point that I had made. || 


I have the floor, and I intend 


Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator give way || 


to me for a moment, and I will move to adjourn? | 
Mr. GREEN. If it is a motion to adjourn, I | 
will. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
now adjourn, 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 

adjourned. 


I move that the Senate do | 
| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, May 31, 1858. 

The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. G. Burier. 

Mr. CL.LEMENS. Mr. Speaker, is there a quo- 
rum present? 

The SPEAKER. There are one hundred and | 
twenty members present. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. | 

Pending the reading of the Journal, 


| 
| 


| 


| when we may assume a position in the world of art as en- | 


, adornment and completion of the noble structures now being | 
| reared by the nation for the nation’s use. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said: Mr. Speaker, I || 


understand that there are sixty pages of Journal, | 
and with a view of economising time, and as no- | 
body seems to be listening, | move that the fur- | 
ther reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
have it all read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, | 
it will take an hour and a half to read that Jour- | 
nal, and I move that its further reading be dis- 
yensed with. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unan- 
imous consent. , 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
better be read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
suspend the rales for the purpose I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
the motion. : 

The reading of the Journal was concluded, and 
the Journal approved. 


CORRECTION OF AN ERROR. 
A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Dicuss, their Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a joint resolution (No. 


We had better 


I say that it had 


May 11, 1858, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. This resolution is to cor- 


| establishment of an art commission, composed of those 
|, designated by the unjted voice of American artists, as com- 


|, to artists an intelligent and unbiased adjudication upon the 


| memorial to the consideration of a committee. 


it provides for another select committee, and it 
| seems to me that we have had enough of them 


| and nays. 
47) to correct an error in a certain act approved | 


rect a clerical error in an act which passed this || 


House some two weeks since, prescribing the | 


boundaries of certain land districts in the State of |, 


Michigan. It is recommended by the officers of | 
the General Land Office, and I hope it will be 
passed without objection. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
taken up, received its several readings, and was 


DELEGATE FROM DACOTAH. 


Mr. GILMER, in accordance with the permis- 
sion of the House of Saturday last, submitted the 
views of the minority of the Committee of Elec- | 


_ the resolution to the Committee on the Library ? 


The Clerk read the memorial, as follows: | 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

The memorial of the artists of the United States, in con- 
vention assembled, respectfully represents : 

That your memoriaiists appear before your honorable | 
bodies to solicit for American art that consideration and en- | 
couragement to which they conceive it to be entitled at the | 
hands of the General Government. 

They cannot but deem it a matter of deep regret that so 
important an element of national progress should have re- 
ceived, as yet, so limited a share of attention at the hands 
of our legisiaters, and that-opportunities for the illustration 
of our country’s history, rich as it is in material for the pen- | 
cil and the chisel, should have been, with a few exceptions, | 
denied to those whose province it is, and whose pride it 
would be, to embody in enduring and beautiful forms, for | 
the benefit of our own and future generations, all that is 
glorious and ennobling in our history, character, and life, as | 
a people. 

oar memorialists submit that the time is now at hand | 


viable.and exalted as that which we bave attained ia our | 
social and political relations ; that the capacity of our artists | | 
to avcomplish this glorious end is abundant; and that the 


appropriate field for its development and exercise is in the || 


A liberal, systematic, and enlightened encouragement is, 
they believe, all that is needed for the establishment of a 
national art that shall worthily illustrate the genius of our 
institutions ; and they cherish the earnest hope that the 
golden opportunity now afforded in the erection of spacious 
and costly Government buildings will not be neglected ; but 
that, by the wisdom of the means adopted by your honor- 
able bodies, an impulse may be given to the cause of Amer- 
ican art, the beneficent and ennobling influences of which 
shall extend to our remotest posterity. 

Your memorialists respectfully urge that the great end 
proposed—namely: the advancement of art in the United 
States—may be most surely and completely attained by the 





petent to the office, who shall be accepted as the exponents 
of the authority and influence of American art; who shall 
be the channels for the distribution of all appropriations to 
be made by Congress for art purposes ; and who shall secure 





designs they may present for the embellishment of the na- 


|, tional buildings. 


Your memorialists believe that the appointment of such 
a commission would be bailed throughout the country as 
an evidence of a just and generous appreciation by your 
honorable bodies of the claims and interests of art, and 
would secure for it a future commensurate with the exalted 
character of the history and the times which it is its pur- 
pose to commemorate. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will say 
to the House, that it cannot err in subjecting that 


Mr. MeQUEEN,. My only objection is that 


during this session. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion if the memorial be referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, 
noes 38. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, demanded the yeas 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was | 
received. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved the 
previous question on the passage of the resolution. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. As we cannot get | 
the yeas and nays, I move to lay the resolution | 


a 
————$— 


on the table. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. Is it in order to move to refer 


The SPEAKER. Itis not, pending the demand | 


for the previous question. 
The previous question was seconded, and the | 


tions in the case of Mr. Kingsbury. | 


ARTISTS’ COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order, || 


is the motion made by the gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky (Mr. Marsuatt] to suspend the rules so | 
as to engble him to present a memorial of the art- 
ists of the United States, and offer the following | 
resolution: 
Resolved, That the memorial of the artists of the United | 
States be, and the same is hereby, referred to a select com- | 
mitiee of five, to be appointed by the Speaker, with instruc- | 
tons to report upon the expediency of granting the petition 
of the memorialists, and with power tw report by bill or 


Mr. McQUEEN. I would like to know what 


| 
/ 
| 


| 


| 
} 





is the object of that memorial ? 
Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the reading of the I 
memorial. 


main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

The iatter motion was agreed to. 


DIFFICULTIES WITH PARAGUAY. 


Mr. RITCHIE. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, a joint resolution of the Senate 
(No. 28) entitled “* A resolution for the adjust- 
ment of the difficulties with the Republic of Para- 
guay.’’ I desire to say to the House that it is 
of t importance that this resolution should 


| be disposed of one way or the other. It passed 


the Senate, and has the unanimous recommend- 
ation of th Committee on Foreign in the 
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can explain the grounds of it fully in ten minutes. 
as fully, at least, as there is any necessity for, 
unless gentlemen wish to examine the whole sy}. 


ject. 


There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was taken from the Soeakers table and read, 

It authorizes the President of the United States 
to adopt such measures and use such force as, in 
his judgment, may be necessary and advisable jn 
the event of a refusal on the partof the Republi. 


|| of ne to settle justly the differences be. 


tween the United States and that Republic in cop. 

nection with the attack on the United States 

steamer Water Witch, and with other matters 

oe to in the annual message of the Pregj. 
ent. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to make a short ex- 
planation in which I think I shall answer the 
inquiry which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, 
Letcuer] is about to make. 

Several Mempers. Let it go, 

Mr. RITCHIE. Is it the desire of the House 
that I should make any explanation? 

Several Memspers. No, no! 

Mr. RITCHIE. Then I move to put the reso. 
lution on its passage. If the gentleman from Vir. 
ginia wishes to makean inquiry, I will give him 
an opportunity. 

Mr. LETCHER. | desire to amend the reso- 
lution by striking out the words, ‘‘ and use such 
force.”’ 

Mr. RITCHIE. I desire to say, with respect 
to that, that if those words be stricken out, the 
resolution will be of no manner of use. These 
people of Paraguay have but recently come into 
the family of nations. Very lately, on a mere 
exhibition of force at the mouth of the river, they 
settled their differences with France and Brazil, 
neither of which nations received half the provo- 
cation that we have done. Ifa commissioner be 





‘sent there without a force to back him, we might 


as well let the matter pass. 

The origin of the difficulty is this: the United 
States steamer Water Witch, while engaged in 
the survey of the Parana—the main branch of the 
river La Plata—between the faovints of Cor- 
rientes, in the Argentine Republic, and the Re- 

ublic of Paraguay, not only with the permission, 
ut at the earnest request of the President of the 
Argentine Republic, and of the Governor of Cor- 
rientes, (the Argentine Republic having joint juris- 
diction with Paraguay over that sient was fired 
upon by a Paraguayan fort ten times; the man at 
the wheel was shot dead; and the fort continued 
to fire on the vessel till it had drifted out of range. 

I desire to say further, to the gentleman from 
Virginia, that that act on the part of the Republic 
of Paraguay was so totally unexpected, that Cap- 
tain Page, commander of the Water Witch, was 
not even on board of his vessel at the time, and 
every other officer, with the exception of the en- 
gineer of the Water Witch and Lieutenant Jef- 
fers, were absent on service in the other parts of 
the river. It was an attack totally without prov- 
ocation and totally unexpected. There have been 
also some difficulties between the President of 
Paraguay and a manufacturing company whicli 
had gone out there from the United States under 
the laws of Paraguay. , 

All these things cen explain, if the House 
choose to allow me to do so; but it strikes me 
that unless the resolution pass now, it would be 
better to drop the whole subject altogether.” The 
resolution has the unanimous recommendation 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs; and unless 
further debate be desired, I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire the gentleman to 
withdraw the previous question to allow me to 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. RITCHIE. 1 will hear it read. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. I desire to amend by add- 
ing the following sectio ): 


Be it further resolved, That the President of the United 
States be, and he is hereby, authorized to usesuch force as 


may in his judgment be necessary and advisable to protec. 
erican commerce and prevent the search of American 
i cruisers in the waters of the Gulf of 


Great Britain ought to be put upon the same 
footing precisely as uay. 
Mr. RITCHIE. | decline to aceept the amend- 
ment, and insist upon the call for the previous 


House, If the resolution be taken up, [think I | question. 
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Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman yielded 
the floor to me to allow me to introduce my amend- | 


nt. ; 
mM. RITCHYE. I desire to say to the gentle- | 


man from Georgia that the subject of this resolu- 
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_ resolution 


tion has no connection at all with the difficulties > 


with Great Britain. The attack on the Water | 
Witch occurred in February, 1855—three years 
ago last ebruary. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
The previous question was seconded, and the || 
main question ordeesd: | 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third |} 
reading, and was accordingly read the third time, || 
Mr. RITCHIE moved to rec nsider the vote 


I am opposed to the amend--|| by which the joint resolution was ordered to a | 


ment, as I think the difficulties it refers to can be | third reading, and also moved to lay the motion 


easily settled by negotiation. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. All that I desire is to get | 
a vote upon it. : 
Mr. LETCHER. I desire to say a word, if 
the gentleman will withdraw the previous ques- 


| 
| 


tion. ; | 
Mr. RITCHIE withdrew it. | 


Mr. LETCHER. My objection to the resolu- 


| 
| 
| 
' 


| 


; | lution provide any men and money to carry on 
tion is this: the Constitution of the United States | 


vests in Congress the power to declare war, and | 
yet, by this resolution, we propose to vest the || 


President with discretionary power in the matter, 
It is, practically, a transfer from Congress to him 
of the authority to declare war against Paraguay. 
It seems to me in view of this resolution and of | 


the amendment suggested by the gentleman from || 


Georgia, that we are transferring the whole war- | 
making power of the Government into the hands | 
of the Scxpcutive, who is to use it accordjng to his | 
discretion. Now, if there is a necessity for war 


with either of these Powers, | am for the Congress || 


of the United States taking the responsibility | 
which belongs to it—to declare that war and to | 
furnish the Executive with men and money to | 
prosecute it to a successful conclusion. I know | 
that wrong has been done in both of these cases; | 
but, as I said, fam for Congress taking the re- 

sponsibility which the Constitution devolves upon 

jt, and not transfer it to any other on whom the 

Constitution does not devolve it. The Constitu- | 
tion defines our powers and points out our duty. | 

Mr. RITCHIE. In reply to the gentleman | 
from Virginia, I say that this resolution does | 
take the responsibility which Congress ought to 
take; and whatever the President does under this | 
resolution, is done by the authority of Congress. | 
But it is betieved by every man acquainted with 
this affair, that the mere exhibition of a few small 
vessels at the mouth of the river will settle the 
whole difficulty, and that there will be no neces- | 
sity for the actual use of the force. We do not 
want to drive the President into a war, whether 
orno. We'merely authorize him to use force in 
case he eannot help it; and whenever he does use 
it, the force will be used. by our authority. This 
resolution takes the whole responsibility. That | 
was the understanding of the Committee on For- | 
eign Affairs, and that is the plain meaning of the 
resolution. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman does not 
exactly understand my point. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Yes, I do; the gentleman says 
that we give authority to the President to use 
force. So we do, and we take the responsibility 
of all the foree which may be necessary. The 
President has nothing to do except in fulfillment 
of our resolution. 

Mr. LETCHER. My point in regard to it is 
this: that it is for Congress to judge of the neces- 
sity of declaring war, and that it ought not to be 
dependent upon the discretion of anybody. We 
ought o act for ourselves. 

Mr. RITCHIE. © My reply is that the resolu- 
tion does recognize the necessity of using force | 
in this case. But this is a very distant region of | 








ple just entering into the family of nations. But | 
a few years since the 


of nations, as recognized by everybody. I now 
move the previous question, and will not with- 
draw it. . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. RITCHIE. No, sir; I insist on the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to know what is 
the difference between firing into the Water Witch 
and firing into twenty-seven other vessels ? 

_ The SPEAKER. 
1s not in order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iam aware of that. I shall 
move a suspension of the rules in order that 1 may 





had no communication | 
whatever with any nation. And the object of this | 
resolution is to bring that country ander the laws | 


he gentleman from Georgia | 





| 


| 





| 
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| 
| 
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to reconsider upon the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RITCHIE. I move the previous question 


| 


upon the passage of the joint resolution 


The previous question was seconded, and the || 
main question ordered. ; 
Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Does the reso- |) 
the war with Paraguay ? 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. STANTON. I demand the yeas and nays || 
on the passage of the joint resolution. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in || 
the affirmative—yeas 115, nays 79; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahi, Anderson, Arnold, Atkins, 
Avery, Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bishop, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brayton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burns, Bur- 
roughs, Caskie, Cavanaugh, John B. Clark, Clay, Clemens, 
Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Cox, Craw- 
ford, Curry, Davidson, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massa- 
chusetts, Davis of Lowa, Dick, Dimmick, Dowdell, Durfee, 
Edie, Edmundson, Elliout, English, Eustis, Fauikner, Flor- 


| ence, Foley, Gartrell, Gillis, Gilman, Greenwood, Gregg, 
|| Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hall, Hatch, Hill, Hopkins, Hor- 


Owen Jones, Ke¥y, Kelsey, Landy, Leidy, Lovejoy, Mac 

lay, McKibbin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel S. Marshall, 
Mason, Maynard, Miller, Morrill, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
Parker, Peyton, William W. Phelps, Phillips, Pottle, Pow 

ell, Ready, Reagan, Reilly, Ricaud, Ritchie, Robbins, Rob- 
erts, Royce, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, Sear- 
ing, Henry M. Shaw, Shorter, Sickles, Singleton, Robert 


|| Smith, William Smith, Stephens, James A. Stewart, Tal 


bot, George Taylor, Tompkins, Vallandigham, Ellibu B. 
Washburne, White, Winslow, Wood; Wortendyke, and 
Zollicoffer—115. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Bingham, 
Blair, Bliss, Bryan, Buffinton, Case, kzra Clark, Clawson, 
Colfax, Comins, Cuvode, Cragin, Curtis, Davis of Mary- 
land, Davis of Mississippi, Dawes, Dean, Dodd, Fenton, 


| Foster, Garnett, Gooch, Goode, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, 


Harlan, Hawkins, Hoard, Houston, Howard, George W. 
Jones, Kellogg, Kilgore, Knapp, Lawrence, Leiter. Letcher, | 


|| McQueen, Matteson, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Edward Joy 


ton, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jewett, J. Glancy Jones, 


Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, 
Nichols, Palmer, Pettit, John 5S. Phelps, Pike, Potter, Pur- 
viance, Quitman, Aaron Shaw, John Sherman, Spinner, 
Stallworth, Stanton, Willian Stewart, Tappan, Thayer, 
Thompson, Trippe, Underwood, Wade, Walbridge, Wal- 





| therefore be properly amended. 
| bill be read through by clauses, for amendment. 





dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Israel Washburn, || 
and Augustus R. Wright—79. | 


So the joint resolution was passed. 1 
During the call of the roll, 
Mr. ATKINS stated that Mr. Warkins was 
detained at his room by indisposition. \| 
Mr. JENKINS, who was not within the bar | 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote, 
but objection was made. I] 
Mr. RITCHIE moved to reconsider the vote |! 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and | 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon | 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. i 
Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I move that the || 
rules be suspended, and the House resolve itself || 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. I would ask the chairman | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to allow || 
me to move that the bills upon the Speaker’s table || 
be taken up and referred to the respective com- |! 





’ the world. It is the case of a half barbarous peo- || mittees without debate. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
tion to that. 

Mr. SEWARD. J object to any such limita- || 
tion.on the disposal of the bills. | 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to appeal to the | 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to wkbaraw his || 
motion to give the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. | 
Crawrorp] an opportunity to offer his resolution. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I merely wantto put Great 
Britain on the same footing with Paraguay. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 


I have no objec- 1 


I must decline to || 


ar 


| offer my amendment in the shape of a separate | The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 


House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Bococx in 
the chair. 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the business first in 
order to be the consideration of the bill of the 
House (No. 557) making supplemental appropri- 
ations for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian department, and for, fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1859. 

By unanimous consent, the first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with. , 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. This bill is for sup- 
plemental expenses of the Indian department on 
the Pacific coast, for the next fiscal year. It will 
be remembered that at an early period of the ses- 
sion the regular Indian appropriation bill was 
passed. The estimates in accordance with law 
were made up to the commencement of the session 
of Congress; but, in consequence of the reports 
not being received from the Pacific coast in time, 
the estimates for the Indian service on that coast 
were not included in that bill. This bill and House 


| bill No. 555 might almost be considered in one 


bill. But in consequence of the appropriations 
contained in that bill being to supply deficiencies 
in the appftopriations for the service of the depart- 
ment, the Committee of Ways and Means have 
therefore separated those two bills. This bill ap- 
propriates between six and seven hundred thou- 
sand dollars; and is, properly speaking, an appen- 
dix to the regular Indian appropriation bill. All 
the items of appropriation reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in this bill are in 
accordance with the requirements of treaty stip- 
ulations and the expenses necessary for carrying 
on the Indian department; and the bill cannot 
I move that the 


Mr. SEWARD. I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means why, 
if the appropriations provided for in this bill 
are in accordance with treaty stipulations, there 


| should have been any necessity for deficiencies? 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The inquiry of 
the gentleman from Georgia, I presume, is in- 
tended to apply to bill No. 555, which is a defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. I thought this was the bill. 

The Clerk commenced reading the bill by 
clauses, for amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I desire to 
amend, by'inserting at the end of line seventy- 
four the following: 

For the expenses of bringing to this and other cities of 


the States a delegation of Indian chiefs from the Territories 
of Oregon and Washington, $30,000. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
for by treaty stipulations ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. It is con- 
tained in the estimates of the Department, and I 


Is that provided 


| think should be included in the bill. 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. As it is not pro- 
vided for by treaty stipuiations, | submit that it 
is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to decide the amendment out of order. 

Mr. OTERO. I move to amend by striking 
out * $75,000’’ in the. following paragraph, and 
inserting ** $150,000:”’ 

‘ Por the general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in New Mexico, presents of goods, agricultural implementa, 
and other useful articles, and to assist them to locate in 


permanent abodes and sustain themselves by the pursuit of 
civilized life, tobe expended under the direction of the See- 


| retary of the Interior, $75,000.” ‘ 


Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 


| for the purpose of asking the chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and Means why it is that 
the estimates of the superintendent of Indian af- 


in the face of the fact that the su 


rintendent had, 
to my own knowledge, reduce 


his estimate to 


| fairs in New Mexico have been reduced one half, 


| the lowest possible point before he handed them 


in, in consideration of the bankrupt condition of 


do so. | the Treasury? Itis a fact, sir, susceptible of no 


Mr. BARKSDALE. [ask the yeas and nays 


contradiction, that many of the Indian tribes in 


on the motion to go into the Committee of the |) the Territory are actually compelled to steal or to 
Whole on the state of the Union. starve to death, in consequence of the pitiful al- 
i} 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The motion was agreed to—ayes one hundred 
ind thirty-eight, noes not counted. 


lowance made by the Government for their sus- 


H tenance. They have been, during the past winter, 
\) stealing and robbing the citizens of the Territory 
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of their property for the purpose of keeping them- 
selves alive; and I say now, sir, that the whole of 
the $150,000 estimated for by the superintendent 
will be needed to purchase their peace. 

Permit me to read here extracts from letters 
and other sources, that I have in my possession, 
in order to show the condition of our Indian rela- 
tions in that Territory, that gentlemen and the 
committee — know the necessity of this appro- 
priation, as asked for by the superintendent. 

In a letter which I received from S. M. Yost, 
Esq., present Indian agent of the Pueblos in the 
Territory, dated February 14, 1858, he says: 

*<T have sent John Ward off to-day to the Navajo coun- 
try to examine into an alleged murder of some Mexicans by 
the Navajoes; and the stealing of sheep, &c. Colonel Har- 
ley’s resignation, I fear, will have a bad effect on those In- 
dians. He was forced, however, to leave ; he had no money 
to meet the demands of his agency, and the Indians were 
constantly pressing upon hiin for food.’ 

Further on, im the same letter, he says: 


** 1 very much fear we will have trouble with the Indians 
this coming spring. ‘There is much restlessness among them, 
and an evident disposition to be quarrelsome, General Gar- 
land, however, is on the gui vive, and will arrest any incip- 
jent symptoms. [ expect he will have to make a campaign 
against the Navajoes this spring or summer.”’ 


I will read, also, an extract from the Santa Fé 


tte » ‘p » = S thie i } . ° . 
Gazette, dated February 20, 1858, which is as bow of the Interior, with supplemental estimates 


follows: 

‘This tribe of Indians [spenking of the Navajoes] have 
suffered much during the winter for want of provisions. 
Last year their crops were afailure. Heretofore they have 
generally raised enough produce to support themselves com- 
fortably; and consequently it has not been the policy of the 
Government to feed them to such an extent as other tribes 
of this superintendency. They will have to be fed, or their 
saffering will be great. It is thought that a special agent 
will have to be sent among them, in the absence of a regular 
agent. This policy, it is believed, will have to be adopted 
immediately, in order to prevent depredations. They must 


> 


either be fed, or they will bave to steal or to starve.” 


I have here also a letter from Don José L. 
Perea, a leading and influential citizen in the Ter- 


ritory, and upon whose statement can be placed | 


I will read: 
Bernapit.o, March 30, 1858. 


implicit reliance. 


Sin: By the mail which arrived here on the 10th instant, | 


I received your favor, dated January 17th. 

The Navajo Indians, during the last month, have been 
committing depredations upon the citizens in various parts 
of our froutier, by stealing their property, and by killing 
some of them. The latest information which we have re- 
ceived is, that the Navajoes have attacked, nearthe Pueblo 


of Jemez, a herd of live stock, and have driven off a num- | 


ber of the horses, mares, and mules belonging to said Pue- 
blo. In Abiquin, a few days since, the same Indians stole 
two thousand head of ewes; and the rumor is now afloat 
that the Navajoes have declared war. If such be the case, 
sir, What can we, the citizens of this Territory, do with re- 
gard to this matter? Nothing, absolutely nothing! The 
Federal troops, some at least, have been sent for service to 
Utah, to attend to the Mormons, who it is believed have 
had something to do with the disturbance on the part of the 


Navajo Indiaus. The other tribes of Indians whieh sur- | 


round us threaten us daily also , and it is impossible to say 
what will befall our interests during the coming six months. 
Hon. M. A. Orero. 


I might read many more extracts, sir, from dif- | 


ferent other sources of respectability, which I have 
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in my possession, but which I do not desire to | 


occupy the time of the committee in reading, as 
what has been read ought, and I trust will, satisfy 
the committee with regard to the action it ought 
to take upon this matter. 
priation asked for by the superintendent should 
ce granted. 

I am not advocating, sir, here the necessity of 
this appropriation of $150,000, for the reason, as 
some gentlemen might suppose, that it is to be 
expended in the Territory of New Mexico, and 

cause my fellow-citizens expect to derive or 

enefit from it. No, sir, farfrom that. The whole 

appropriation cannot enrich the people of New 
Mexico, nor any portion, nor any one of them. 
It is well known, sir, that the Government has 
adopted the policy of fecding the Indian tribes 
living within its territorial limits. In New Mex- 
10 we have some thirty-two thousand Indians, 
for whom it is asked to be appropriated the .pit- 
tance of $150,000, being a fraction less than five 
dollars a year per head, about forty cents per 
month for each Indian, one cent and one third 
per day for every Indian. So faras I am con- 
cerned, sir, and | am authorized to speak for the 
peers of New Mexico, it is our wish that the 
vernment had never inaugurated sucha policy. 

f wish you had coerced them, as you ought to do, 
to setilein military reservations, and there compel 
them to work for their bread, and gain their live- 
lihood ** by the sweat of the brow,’’ as every 


I think that the appro- | 


| creatureof Heaven is bound todo; and you ought 
not, sir, to ignominiously purchase their peace, 
and, by feeding them, pat a price upon indolence. 
| confess | have no sickly sympathy for a thief 
of any kind, and of any race, much less for a set 
, of men who are called Indians, but who are not 
only thieves but murderers. Why they should 
be treated with consideration, and even go so far 
as to allow them a price, as it were, for the prop- 
erty and blood of our citizens, I cannot compre- 
hend, nor can anybody who has any sense at all, 
and who understands and appreciates the charac- 
ter of our present roving tribes of Indians. But 
I will not argue this point now. . 

Mr. Chairman, there are now about thirty-two 
| thousand Indians under the superintendency of 
| New Mexico, within ten thousand of the whole 
| number comprehended under the superintendency 
| of Oregon and Washington Territories. The ap- 
| propriation which I ask for is, indeed, insignifi- 


‘| cant and almost usejess, specially so when it is 
|| reduced to one half, which allows for every In- 


| dian a little less than two dollars and wa | centsa 
| year, about twenty cents per month, and notone 
| cent per day. I have here, sir, the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, of March 24, 1858, 
transmitting ‘‘a communication from the Secre- 


of funds required for the Indian service upon the 
| Pacific coast, and in remote Territories upon 


|| either side of the Rocky Mountains, for the next 


| fiscal year; also, estimates for deficiencies for the 


| same service for the year ending June 30, 1858, 


between the Indian office and its agents, as it is 

thought may be serviceable in explanation of the 

same. I find in it, sir, the following estimates: 
** For general incidental expenses of the Indian service 


| 
| 
| 


|| in the Territory of Oregon, &c., $59,700. 


“For adjusting difficulties and preventing outbreaks 


|| among the Indians in the Territory of Oregon, $12,590. 


| For defraying incidental expenses of removal and sub- 
| sistence of Indians-in Oregon ‘Territory to Indian reserva- 
tions therein, &c., $#222,000.”" 

Total amount asked to be appropriated for Or- 
egon, $294,200, which, when reduced one half, is 
almost as much as the whole appropriation re- 
quired for New Mexico, without reduction. 

Washington Territory is put down as follows: 

** Por general incidental expenses of the Indian service 
in the Territory of Washington, &c., $36,000. 

“For adjusting difficulties and preventing outhreaks 
among the Indians in Washington Territory, $12,500. 

** For defraying the expenses of the removal and subsist- 
ence of the Indians in Washington Territory to the reserva- 
tions therein, &c., $123,000.” 

Total, $171,500, being $21,500 more than the 
entire appropriation asked for New Mexico. I 
admit that this estimate, also, has been reduced 
by the Committee of Ways and Means one half; 
but even then, it exceeds the reduced estimate for 
New Mexico, $10,750. 
| Ido not desire, sir,to make any invidious com- 
— between these Territories and the one I 
nave the honor to represent upon this floor. But 


| to state something more here, in order that you 
may see and judge whether the reduction made in 
| the ease of New Mexico is right and proper under 
all the circumstances. 





|| What, sir,is the number of Indians under each 
|| superintendency in these Territories? 


From a 


| letter that I have received from the Secretary of 


_ the Interior, the number of Indians now under the || 


| superintendency of Oregon and Washington Ter- 


| ritoyies, is estimated at forty-two thousand; that 
| of New Mexico at thirty-two thousand. Divide 
| forty-two thousand among the two Territories; 
and give, for the sake of argument, Oregon thirty 
thousand and Washington twelve thousand,which | 
probably may be a fair proportion, and I ask im- | 
partial and fair-minded gentlemen here, whether 
the proportion of appropriation between New 
Mexico and those Territories, even after the re- | 
duction made by the committee, is equal? If Ore- | 
gon has thirty thousand Indians—which, for the | 
sake of argument, I have allowed—why, I ask, 
ive her for her Indiah purposes, even as reduced | 
B the committee, $147,100? being, as I have said | 
already, almost as much as the entire estimate | 
asked to be appropriated by the superintendent | 
of New Mexico for Indian purposes in that Ter- | 
ritory. 
But this is not all. Washington I allowed | 


twelve thousand Indians, and she, aceording to the 
amount allowed by the committee, gets $85,750, | 
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| together with such transcripts of correspondence | 


justice to my Territory and to myself, requires me | 

















\| $10,750 more than New Mexico, which has thirty- 
|| two thousand Indians. Now, sir, I ask, is it right 
| isit fair? Task for nothing more than justice’ 
, and that justice which ought always to be meted 
|| outto equals. You have established a policy io. 

wards your Indian tribes: carry it out. 


} In 

| sir, I do not ask for this money because ce 
| be expended in New Mexico, and thereby to put 
| money in the purses of any of my constituents 
| No, sir. They, as wellas I, scorn it. All tha, 
we ask, since you will not whip the Indians into 
|| submission, and make them work for their bread 
| is to carry out your policy of feeding them, and 
| do not come here now with the disgraceful ex. 
|| cuse that you reduce the appropriations asked for 
I because there is no money in the Treasury; for it 
| is unworthy of this great and mighty Goyerp. 
|| ment, to say the least. What! will you let the 
| powerful nations of Europe—your rivals—anq 
| the whole world know that you are bankrupt 
/and thereby unable, for want of means, to carry 


i} 


|| out any policy that you may have inaugurated? 
| If it is so, I can only express my regret to know 
|| that fact; and that it is so, the daily cry of the 
‘| gentlemen from the Committee of Ways and 
|| Means against all sorts of appropriations wutside 
| of the regular ones, proves it. But, for the honor 
|| of the Government, eo itis not so. [ ask this 
_ appropriation, sir, in good faith, and I hope the 
committée will grant it. It is but a matter of jus- 
tice and of humanity to the starving Indians iy 
|| New Mexico. With these remarks, sir, | ask 
for a vote upon my amendment. 
Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. Mr. Chairman, the 
'| appropriation, as estimated for, was as the gen- 
| tleman from New Mexico [Mr. OreRro] hasstated, 
i The whole of this appropriation has arisen from 
a new policy adopted by the Government in its 
'| intercourse with the various Indian tribes. The 
| old system was to treat with the Indians, and then 
| act in accordance with the treaty stipulations en- 
| tered into with them. The new system in the 
| main is good and benevolent. The Indians are 
|| collected together prior to the making of treaties 
|, with them. They are taught to cultivate the soil 
| and follow in the steps of civilized life. There 
| they are treated with all kindness and humanity. 
The policy is, I think, for the benefit both of the 
Indians and the white settler. They are permit- 
ted to remain there until Congress is ready to 
|| negotiate treaties with them. There can be, of 
course, no limits prescribed in appropriation bills, 
except in so far as the exigencies of the case may 
demand. I have no doubt that the policy isa 
good one, if carried out, and that it would be still 
better if alethe Indians in our States and Terri- 
tories could by this sort of humane treatment, be 
brought to settle.upon fixed reservations and 
placed under the control of the Government. This 
policy has only recently been inaugurated. ln 
the case of New Mexico, the sum estimated for 
|| was a largeone, and in view of the straitened re- 
sources of the Treasury, it was the opinion of 
the Committee of Ways and Means that $75,000 
would answer for the next fiscal year. | have no 
| doubt that it is equal to the demand. There is no 
| basis for the appropriation at all, other than this 
| policy which has been established, and which has 
| frequently been indorsed by Congress. | con- 
| sulted with the acting Commissioner of Indian 
| Affairs, and he admitted that they could get along, 
with prudent management, with the sum appro- 
| priated in the bill, during the next fiscal year. 
| The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was disagreed to. 


Mr. BRYAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after line ninety-six: 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
accept and survey the Indian reservation designated by the 
act of the aoa of the State of Texas, approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1856, and to appoint an Indian agent for said res- 
ervauon. 

Mr. Chairman, I will state jn reference to the 
amendment which I have offered, that the State of 
Texas designated five leagues of land, to be located 
on the west of the Pecos river. There has been an 
appropriation made already for the Indians of 

exas; and this asks no additional appropriation, 
but merely authorizes the Secretary of the Interior 
to accept that reservation, and to appoint an agent 
| for the purpose of collecting the Indians upon |t. 
| It asks not a cent of money, but merely author- 

izes the Secretary of the Interior to execute the 
| act of Texas. 


j 
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- ready stated, I am opposed to the amendment, || was not present—to indulge ina criticism on that || be glad if he would do it. This, and my array of 
hit k for a vote. speech, which criticism, I understood from friends, || the history of the past to confront the doings of 
’ and as P . ! y P " £ 
re, The amendment was agreed to. did not call for any notice from me. His speech, || the present, was the utmost point of my offense. 
ed Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is general debate delivered on that occasion, was not published in || What follows? I went on and said: 
o- +» order? the Globe till the 16th of April. It had passed « [ will say this, in conclusion, that the delegation from 
aL s CHAIRMAN. Debate has not been closed from my memory, and nothing had occurred to || Mlinois, or a portion of thennat any rate, met together here, 
’ The « ® . 2 : . % > Pmble oe side h se whi 
to . ; induce me to examine his remarks I was in- when Congress assembied, to consider the cour lich a 
on this bill. ease te ; fi db ' | . had rd h k certain gentleman in the other end of the Capitol should 
= Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to occupy || formed by gentlemen who had heard those remarks || pursue, and the means he should use to secure his revlec- 
ts, the attention of the committee for a short time. || 98 delivered on the floor of the House, that they |! tion to the United States Senate. I say that much; and I aie 9 
lat I acknowledge itis with very great regret that I did not call for my attention, and I was never in- || will make out = ease os have a I say = cat “ 
to feel myself constrained at this period of the ses- || duced by a circumstance to examine them as pub- || vovement having an eye alone to his reelection”? a 
d, sion to throw myself upon the indulgence of the lished till very recently, when a friend called my Cut off j Mia tow th aati A 
nd committee; but I shall be pardoned, I am quite || attention to the subject. I looked at a single par- vut off In my remarse Dy the expiration of my seh e 
X- eure agraph of the speech, and presumed, from the hour, the following immediately occurred: ap < 
or Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Lhope my friend representations of those who heard the speech, “Mr. Patmer obtained the floor. ee 2 
‘it a tee ill defer his remarks until we-have || that it was unnecesssry for me to notice it. ““Mr. Marsuact, of Iilinois. Will the gentleman allow at ye 
. from Virginia wi a . ; a Mr. MARSHALL. of Illinois. I wish to say, || ™°.® moment? . he ed 
7 gone through with this bill, I will take up an- Ss ; 4p OF MANOS, 1 WISH LO SAY, || «Mr. Paumer. I will yield to the gentleman for a me- sap ted 
he other bill immediately, and he can submit his re- |} Mr. Chairman, in this connection—as it is most || ment. a5 
nd marks on that bill. pertinent at this time—that at the time the gentle- 1 a = Manemath, of Baa. I wae like to came wm WW 
a eee ‘ ' ; 5 ts s : . : the charge of the gentleman from Virginia is wholly a hat 
mt, Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 will yield with || man from Virginia made the charge, I denied its oaiaie vended rg 8 y an i it 
ry that understanding. truth on the floor of the House; but I was not “Mr. Surru, of Virginia. I do not know about it of my pate ; 
d? Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I offer the follow- || permitted to take the floor and go intothe matter || cwn knowledge ; but when a member of that delegation aoe 
w = amendment: at length. I got the floor as soon thereafter as I || speaks to that effect, when he tells it to me without reserve, t WHE 
he . Shawnees. could, and notified the gentleman from Virginia || prt tey tempts coms ae i rene ates i i 
nd For the fifth of seven annual installments in payment for before I got the floor, and on the same day that I || i: to be true. He told me that they had a conference ; that 4 
de lands, per third article of the treaty 10th May, 1854, $99,000, |} expected it, that I would allude to the remarks || in that conference they came to the conclusion that the ‘ 
vr ee svnatiictions tur don Gurttes aaerunlieneas i which he made in regard to that matter. I could | only chance for the reélection of Mr. DoveéLas to the Uni- ! 
making appropriat vontingent €x- : . .o || ted States Senate was in the course he has pursued. I 
us penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty only get the floor late at night—the night before oneal openly and squarely, because I have wething to fear 
he stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending | the vote was taken. The gentleman from Vir- || nor favor to ask. 
s- June 30, 1859, approved May 5, 188. ginia asked me if it wasimportant that he should || “Mr. Marswatt, of Illinois. I do not know from whom 
in Mr. Chairman, the regular Indian appropria- | remain, and I told him that he might determine a See an wre ag | ng ans 7 if he on 
> A . - . q : ’ i 7 | to inelude 1e whole inols delegation, as oneo & 
sk tion bill appropriated $100,000, as per the yeety that matter wee himself; that I intended to refer to || delegation, ean tell him that it is wholly and entirely un- 
provision referred to; but in the enrollment of the || his speech; that the charge which he made was |) founded, so fag as Lam concerned. I do not believe any 
he bill there was an omission, so as to leave che || untrue, and that I intended to comment upon it. | such general conference ever was held.” 
n- amount only $1 ,000. This amendment is to sup- Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman The nextday a pey, ynal explanation took place, 
d. ply that omission. In the letter of the Secretary | had not interrupted me, he would have seen that || from which I make the following extract: 
m of the Interior is the following paragraph: | there was no necessity for the interruption. The ‘Mr. Suaw, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, U rise to what I 
ts “also have the honor toinvite attention to what is pre- | gentl@man certainly did, as | have done to him on |) regard as a privileged question. I see by the published pro- 
he sumed to be a clerical error in the act recently passed this occasion, give me notice that he intended to Surat eee ane te that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
en making appropriation for the expenses of the Indian service, || ae eS . t of Sorry] used this language in reference to the Ilinois del- 
n- by which the sum of $1,000 only is appropriated for paying || —— » bene o soe See ae pronase ae egation : a : 
he the fifth of seven annual installments of money in payment ’ C y ag ’ pe ps n ‘* © Tallude to the successor of the gallant Richardson, 1 
ne of lands to the Shawnees, per third article of the treaty of || prudent, for me to remain out late at night. I in- || take it to be true. He told me that they had a conference ; 
ire 10th May, 1854, instead of $100,000, as required by the quired next morning whether or not anything had |} that ae commaenes they ues e pconaioean re 
treaty.”? | Pee: a , as sae only chance for the reélection o r. Dovetas to the Uni- 
Ai Tl d creed t | fallen from the 5 ntleman, Faquansng my attention, ted States Senate was in the course he has pursued.’ 
ol ne amendment was agreed to. | and wasinformed that nothing had. I was going || « [ wish to say that no such consultation was ever held, 
a The bill having been read through, | on to make astatement—and I beg the gentleman || to my knowledge; that I never participated invany such 
y- Mr. J. GLANCY JONES moved to lay aside \{ not to interrupt me, unless it is clearly necessary, || Consultation. ae # 
he the bill, to be reported to the House with the H as I desire to present a connected whole of the “Mr. Surrm, of TMlinols. I say the came for mysert. 
- amendments, and with a recommendation that it | question. On an examination of the gentleman’s Mind you, that was what I said. I stated Oh 
to do pass. ° : | speech, I found that if it had been spoken as it meneente I stated ~ a fereed a 
of : | was published, my friends could not have repre- || those conclusions were founded; | referred to the 
is, S08 Pa RTOs AARP cunned to me shes these was nothing in it woeair- witness—that witness the colieague of the gentle- 
Ay DEFICIENCIES IN INDIAN DEPARTMENT. ing my attention. And hence I was led to infer, |; man himself—all oceurring in the presence of the 
a Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I now ask that bil! | that, as is too frequently the case, the gentleman || Committee and in the presence of the gentleman, 
ull No. 555, to supply deficiencies in the appropria- || published one thing, when he had delivered an- [Mr. Marsuatu.] The committee will see that 
wa tions for the current and contingent expenses of || other. Iam the more particular in presenting this this whole subject was understood then. 
be the Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty || aspect of the question, because I want the com- Here, then, was a distinct understanding, that 
nd stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the || mittee and the country to understand that I am || ™y statement of the conference rested exclusively 
” year ending June 30, 1858, be taken up, and that || not one of those who are in the habit of lying still || “PO the testimony of, and upon the statement 
In the first reading be dispensed with. under criticisms that I do not think do me fulland || made to myself and to other gentlemen by one of 
or The motion was agreed to. proper justice. Of course the committee will un- || his colleagues, whose name was given. He, him- 
” Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I shall not now || derstand, that, at this late day of the session, I self, had come into the discussion and entered a dis- 
of occupy the time of the committée with any re- || have no disposition to indulge in a class of remarks claimer, covering the ground entirely in a manner 
0 marks on this bill, because, in my remarks on the || beyond what is indispensably necessary toa right that was satisfactory. The thing was understood, 
no other bill, I stated the character and nature of this understanding of the position I occupy and the || and it was understood by every man. I shall not, 
no bill. It is for deficiencies in the Indian depart- || course I pdrsued. On the occasion when I ad- therefore, refer further to the discussion on that 
11s ment—on the Pacific coast mainly—and for Some || dressed the committee, I made an extract from || occasion; but will now proceed, briefly and rap- 
= few other items relative to the Indian department, || Judge Doveas’s speech of the 12th of June, 1857, || idly, to state the grounds of my complaint. I have ‘ 
he and to the Indians in some other sections of the and commented upon it in the manner that I am || 9° doubt that if the gentleman from Lllinois could 4 
an country. now going to show: have got the floor earlier he would have done so. ‘ 
Bs Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I am unafiected “* Of the Kansas question, but little need be said at the But in the Globe of the 16th of April, appeared a 
O- when I assure the committee that I rise to tres- || present time. You are familiar with the history of the ques- || the speech of the gentleman from Illinois, claim- 4 
| pass on its time, at this late period of the session, tion, and my connection with it. Subsequent reflection has ing to have been delivered on the previous 3lst of fe 
i with extreme reluctanee, because the subject to | Sihgihened and coutraned my convictions iy the sound: | March, and which I shall now proceed to read in rf 
which I intend to refer has an age which ought, || have felt it my duty to pursue on that subject.” detachments. 6 tlinoi ¥ 
\- perhaps, to prevent its further introduction here. || That is the quotation which I made. I then ‘The gentioman from Ulanis-cayes a 
It will be recollected, Mr. Chairman, by the || comment on it as follows: ‘¢ But the honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Surra) re 
committee, that in the discussion on the Lecomp- i has made himself conspicuods by his assaults upon Lilinois ol 
| to ’ p “ww hb : = ‘ ae ° ” us 
t es . I . s d. I ld d hat has occurred since to induce a change of this || and her distinguished Senator. . 
the n question, it participated. 1 would not now ad- course? [ fear ambition has done its work. I fear imagin- one : % 
eb- vert to it but for certain personal aspects, which || ary private griefs have been actively at work. [have heard Why, sir, in my speech I stated the evidence EY 
A pe : P ? YP eg te nd ; > ny SP ‘ : . % 
es make it necessary for me, in view of a proper self- || ofa menting of ae Fy delegation tocousider of the “i and views upon which I relied. I indulged in no eG 
at icy to be pursued. I give at least one gentleman from IIli- ay wipe and: : ms 
he epee to notice it. On the 26th of March last I mols notice that I shail bring up a tnatver in comneetion with abuse; I indulged nats ere or 
of addressed the committee on the Lecomptonques- || the movement of that delegation in reference to this defec- || My purpose was, and I state it here without hes- 
0 tion atlength. In the progress of my remarks on || tion on the Kansas question, when I have an opportunity || fation, to break down the moral force of the dis- 
ed that oceasion, I reviewed the antecedents of cer- || t? do so.” tinguished Senator of Illinois. He had taken a 
an tain gentlemen, and presented them to the con- Mr. Chairman, I wish the committee to under- || position which had filled with astonishment the 
of sideration of the country, under a sense of dut stand that this extract from my Kansas speech || whole country; and, according to my impression, 
* pg 9 dllnger: y|\' oeeee | my I Por eee. 
mn to the position which I occupied. These remarks || is the sharpest criticism which I made upon the || the course of the whole Lilinois delegation had 
po : - , ae e 
lor were, it will be recoliected, noticed at the time by || course of Judge Doveras. | said: ‘I fear ambi- || filled the country with equally as much astonish- 
ent various members, especially by the prnenee tion has done its work.’’ ‘‘1 fear imaginary pri- || ment. They came here, sir, a unit in opposition 
it. from Illinois, [Mr. Mansnatu.] While I spoke || vate griefs have been actively at work.” And if || to the Administration. And, sir, such a combi- 
or- on the 26th of March, it-was the pleasure of the || the gentleman can put his finger on any remark || nation is not likely to -_ without exerting its 
the gentleman (Mr. Marsnatt] on the 31st of March || in the whole of that elaborate speech of mine |i influence upon the public sentiment. Represent- 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. For reasons al- 





—five days thereafter, at a night session, when I 








which is of sharper significance than this, I should 
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ing as I do a portion of the Democracy and pes- IT just what I please. That is all. 


ple of the country, I felt it to be my duty and 
my right, for the purpose of defeating the moral 


influence exerted by the Senator from Illinois, | 


to place his past history in contrast with his 
present position, 

But the gentleman says I made an attack upon 
the State of Illinois, as well as upon ber distin- 
guished Senator. I have said what was the at- 
tack which I made upon the Senator, and I now 
deny emphatically that I have said anything 
which can be construed into an attack upon Ilh- 


nois, unless, indeed, the distinguished Senator | 


from Illinois, and the Illinois delegation in this 
House, are that State. I den 
solitary word derogatory of the State of Illinois. 
On the contrary, [ acted upon the presumption that 
she had “been sli treated by those to whom she had 
given her confidence in this great controversy. I 


that I uttered one | 


1 





wentupon the idea that the character of that State | 


had been assailed by the course taken by her Rep- 
resentatives upon this floor. 
says: 

* Following the example of ladies of doubtful reputation, 
he, too, seems desirous of patching up his own political char- 
acter by assailing that of other men.” 

Now, sir, 1 am not able to draw illustrations 
from ladies of that character. The gentleman, 
however, who, in another part of his speech, said 
he never spoke without information, I presume 
has not lidosad his own rule,and therefore speaks 
from his own personal knowledge. 
gentleman says further: 

‘He has arrogated to himself a superior sanctity, and 


stands up in the market-places and ‘ thanks-God that he is 
not as these publicans and sinners.’ ”’ 


But the gentleman | 


| 


But, sir, the 


| 
Sir, when have I used @ny such language? 


When have I assumed any air of superiority? I 


call upon the genuleman to lay his finger upon any | 


evidence of it. He goes on to say: 


** Towards the close of his singular speech he abandons, | 


for a time, generalities and insinuations, and attempts, by 
distinet charges, to assail the motives of Judge Dove.ias 
and his associates. One of these arraignivents is in these 
words: 

«Mr. Smrru, of Virginia. I will say this in conclusion: 
that the delegation from Illinois, or a portion of them, at any 
rate, met together here, when Congress assembled, to con- 
sider the course which a certain gentleman in the other end 
of the Capitol should pursue, and the means he should use, 
in order to secure his reélection to the United States Sen 
ate. I say that much; and I will make out the case when 
I have the time. 1 say that certainly extraordinary action 
bas resulted in a concerted movement, having an eye alone 
to his reélection.’”’ 


Mr. Chairman, what I have to-complain of in | 
this connection is, that the gentleman should have | 
torn from the context of my speech a detached 
paragraph, and presented it to the country as all 
that | said on the subject to which it refers. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. If the gentle- | 
man will permit me, | wish to say right here, in | 
this connection, that I did not speak of what | 
seemed to be an insidious attack upon Judge 


* Dovexas running through the whole speech, but | 


I quoted the whole paragraph, and everything in 
connection with it. [ stated that there was no 
truth in the statement; and I now state that there | 
is no truth, and never was any truth, in it. [had 
no purpose to misrepresent the gentleman, and I 
am sorry if | have done so. But, sir, I deemed it | 
to be my duty to state that there was not a word 
of truth in any statement that any such confer- | 
ence was held by the lliinois delegation such as | 
that referred to by the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. What I complain 
of, and what I think I have the right to complain | 
of, is that the gentleman should have taken a. 
single paragraph, making what purports to be a | 
| 


charge, without explanation, when I stated pre- 
eisely the grounds upon which I made my state- | 


ment, and stated that I had no personal know!l- 


} 


| 
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actly what I deem right. 

[have quoted from the speeches which were 
submitted, for the purpose of putting in my 
speech what I did say, and what I said to the 
committee and the gentleman when he had the 
floor, and was making his disclaimer. I do assert 
that the gentleman has not done me justice, in 
publishing a part of those remarks, all bearing 
on the same subject, and which, as published by 
him, gives an impression to the country, different 
from that which the character of the case would 
justify. 

The gentleman then goes on: 


*“T have already stated on the floor of the House that 
this charge is wholly and entirely destizute of truth.” 


I wish that paragraph particularly noted. It 
ean be contrasted with what the gentleman actu- | 
ally did say on the floor,and which I have quoted | 


in the early part of my remarks, and we are left || 


to judge how far he was warranted in taking that | 
line of remark on this occasion: | 

“Tt has no foundation whatever, in fact. IT allude to it 
now for the purpose of adding that the honorable mem- | 


ber ought to have known at the time that it could not be 
true.’? 


The gentleman goes on to tell us of the various | 


rumors in the papers of an interview between | 


Senator Douaetas and the President, and the vari- | 
ous stories of the matter which are floating about. 
Let me tell the gentleman that, when he made | 


that statement he ought to have known from the || make. 


evidence which had been delivered in his presence 
by his own colleague, [Mr. Morris,] that he was 
unwarranted in making it. 

Sir, let us look and see what his colleague did 
say in this very discussion, a discussion, do you 
not observe, which induced the gentleman to 
make the statement which I have just read, ** that | 
I ought to have known.’’ How ought | to have 
known? Was] to give credence to the thousand 
and one rumors which float about in the political 
circles of this country? No, sir, certainly not. 
‘**T recollect,’’ says the gentleman from Illinois, 
{Mr. Morris,) in the presence of his colleague | 
| Mr. Marsa t,] on this floor, on the 27th March | 
last: 

IT recollect, further, (and I apprehend that out of this | 
has grown this whole trouble,) having a conversation with 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burnetr] upon this 
subject. However he may have understood me, I have a 
distinct recollection in regard to it. and of stating that, after 
our arrival here, and after ascertaining that Judge DovGLas 
would take a position antagonistic to the Leeompton constli- 
tution, the question occurred as to the time when he should 
make his speech. The conferenceupon that subject, how- 
ever, took place between Judge Doveras, Colonel Rich- 
ardson, and myself, without any knowledge of it on the part 
of the other members of the Iilinois delegation. It was a 
mere casual mecting at Brown’s Hotel, where Colonel Rich- 
ardson was stopping. [remarked to Judge DovG.as, in that 
conference, that, if he had made up his mind to oppose the 
Lecompton constitution, in my judgment, he should avail 
himself of the earliest opportunity to deliver bis views in 
regard to it; for if he should wait until after the election on | 
the 2ist of December, when the vote was to be taken upon 
the adoption of the constitution, his motives would be im- | 





j 
' 





pugned, and his enemies thereby gain an advantage of 


him. This, as he freely expressed himself, corresponded with 
his own opinion.”’ 


That was the evidence of the gentleman’s own 
colleague, delivered in the face of the American | 
people. Even the gentleman’s own colleague did | 
not know the fact as to the course which Judge 
Dova.as was going to take. After coming here, | 
he ascertained that course. Yet the gentleman, | 
in the face of the testimony which I have just 
read, says that I ought to have known better; [, | 
who have a sanguine nature and a credulous one; 
I, who believe in the fidelity of men; I, who give 
up with profound reluctance the attachments I 
form, political and personal; I, who had watched | 
the course of the distinguished gentleman to whom 





I shall do ex- 





May 31, 








But the gentleman proceeds: 
It was known the w 
| ter was discussed in the weit Len Con. 
| gress convened) that the Senator from Illinois was oppose 
| to the unqualified admission of Kansas under the Lecomp. 
, ton constitution.” P 
| I deny the fact. I deny that it was known 
throughout the rr I deny it utterly. | 
| prove that it was unknown to his own col. 
| leagues. | say that it is a hard rule to expect that 
| by intuition I should have been able to anticipate 
| the political friends of the Senator. I didnot know 
that he would take a new course; and if the gen- 
tleman desires to be assured of it, I will assure 
| him that I did not. I did not believe itto the last. 
I did not believe it until Judge Dovgtas, in the 
| Senate of the United States, in hot haste jumped 
| upon the President’s message, and took upon him- 
| self the ungracious task of pulling down his own 
| political frends. So much for that. 
| As to the question of fact, there is no occasion 
| for any additional testimony. From the testi- 
| mony of the gentleman from Kentucky,[{Mr. Bur- 
| NeTr,] and others, it clearly appears that we had 
_ good reason to believe that there was such a con- 


|| ference as the one of which we have been speak- 


‘ing. That isa question of fact for the gentleman 
| from Illinois to settle with his colleague. 
The honorable member from Illinois then goes 


|| on to say: 


“The honorable member has been equally unfortunate 
| in the other specific charge which he thought proper to 
It is equally baseless, and equally destitute of the 
| semblance of truth. That charge is made in the following 
| language : 

‘** Letme say here, also, that Mr. Calhoun wrote to Judge 

Dovavas, not as a Senator, but as a friend, stating the plan 
| that was to be pursued, and asking bis advice in reference 
to it. No answer to that letter was ever received, but the 
| Chicago Times came out and indorsed the _, plan. [ 


| state, as a fact, which will not be disputed in any quarter, 


that Senator Douetas, not as a Senator, but as a conspicu- 
| ous friend of this gentleman, was written to in the month 


| of September, asking his advice as to the course to be pur- 
sued in the submission of the constitution, and that he never 
responded te that letter by dissent or affirmation.’ ”’ 
Mr. Chairman, I will state, as a fact which will 
not be disputed, that Senator Dovetas, not asa 
! Senator, but as a friend, was written to in the 
| month of September by Mr. Calhoun, who asked 
| his advice as to the course which ought to be pur- 
sued in the submission of the constitution of Kan- 
sas. Itis not denied by Judge Dovetas or the 
honorable member, [Mr. Marsfiat,]} that Mr. 
| Calhoun wrote to Judge Dovaxas, and that Jud 
| Dovetas never responded on this great question in 
| which so deep an interest was felt throughout the 
| country; and inconnection with which the Senator 
from Illinois was so thoroughly interwoven. His 
personal friend writes to him for counsel and he 
withholdsit. He responds not. He counsels not. 
He advises not. Ido not undertake to speak of the 
courtesy due from one friend to another who writes 
for advice. Friendship ought to have induced 
one friend to step in and save the other from the 
| deep damnation of an erroneous policy, deemed, 
| it seems, so fatal and so mischievous to the coun- 
| try. But Judge Douctas was silent. And why? 
{ 





| But let me proceed: 


‘*T repeat, the Chicago Times, understood to be under 
| his influence, was published, containing an article indorsing 
| the suggestions of that letter. I have not time to go into 
| this question as I would like ; but such are the facts in rela- 
| tion to this matter.”’ 


| The only question then on this particular sub- 
| ject is, how the Chicago Times—understood to be 
under the influence of Judge Doveras—advised. 


_ I shall not pause to consider that question. I can 


only repeat what is known perhaps to every man 


' familiar with Illinois politics, that that paper is 
| under the influence of Judge Doveras. It is the 
organ now, of the Doveias wing of the Democ- 


| racy in that city. Itisin its confidence; it is now 


edge in relation to the matter whatever. I say, || I refer with admiration and with pride and pleas- || doing battle fast and furious in. support of that 


sir, that the publication of this paragraph, simply 
without explanation, is plainly unjust, and vio- | 
lates all the rules of evidence. Upon the same 
peareies you could make the Scriptures asser 

y leaving off the first part of the sentence, ** th 





fool hath said in his heart there is no God,’’ that || seems that it was not known to the colleague of 


there is no God. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 
tend to submit to any such line of criticism. 


I do not in- | ground against the Lecompton constitution. 
: I} And Judge Dovetras did not, even in that inter- 
games the entire passage. | so stated to the | view, tell the 


ure; I, who had been his friend, was asked ifpon || 


vague, indefinite rumor to believe that all his | 
glorious antecedents were to be disregarded, and 
that he was to take a new direction. Icould not 
believe it unless officially informed of the fact. It | 


the distinguished gentleman that he would take 


ouse, and there was no suppression in spirit or | Yet, sir, I ought to have known; I, a stranger, 


jn fact, 


Mr, SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman 


tinguished man, I was to know better than those 


1aust not use the term must not tome. I will do | who were in concerted action with him! 


‘| endeavors to 


interest, and—as I gather fromthe rs—in hos- 
| tility to the friends of the Administration. Bat 
let that pass. : 
The next question is, did the Chicago Times 
contain such an article? You know how diffi- 





} cult it is to procure copies of these papers after 


| the lapse of considerable time. I made my best 
t hold of that paper, but I was 
unsuccessful for a long time. The gentleman, 


ntleman what was his purpose. | however, [Mr. Marsuaxt,] in his speech, pub- 


| lished an article from the Chicago Times, of the 


1 outside of the councils and confidence of this dis- || 14th of October, different from. that which was 


ascribed to it by Mr. Calhoun. I know that that 
'\ article does not support the allegation. But why 
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aa that article selected ? The gentleman says in 


his speech that he selected it because he under- 
stood that Mr. ee had given the date of that 
saner as being the paper containing it. 
Peer. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Let me state 
to the gentleman ets Ye 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
say in yourspeech. ; 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 
the fact. a Ee ae 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will state it my- 
self. The article was selected because, as the 
entleman represents in his speech, it appeared 
in the paper of the date designated by Mr. Cal- 
houn. Well, I believe Mr. Calhoun did designate 
such a date, He spoke from memory, however. 
He spoke from information as to the contents of 
a paper published last year; and the thing re- 
mained in that indefinite and uncertain shape u 
toa recent hour. A short time ago, however, { 
received an Illinois paper. I know that gentlemen 





will scout the authority, as it is a Black Republi- | 
can panes. I received it, and it furnished me, for | 


the first time, with a criticism on my course, and 
on the speech of the gentleman from Illinois, which 
aroused me to this exposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object to the gentleman from 
Virginia reading from Black Republican papers 


here. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I[ read from the 
Springfield (Illinois) State Journal of the 19th of 
May, 1858. The editor says: 


«“ We give the first paragraph from the Times’s article: 


‘<* In a speech delivered in the House of Representatives || 
ILLIAM SmiruH, of Virginia—otherwise called | 


by Mr. 
‘Extra Billy?’—he is re 
adopted by Calhoun an 


rted as having said that the mode 


ple, was adopted because it was suggested by the Chicago 
Times, which was supposed by Calhoun to express the 
opinion of Judge DovG.Las on that point. 

“* We did not meet with this statement by Mr. Smrru 
until we saw it quoted ina speech by Mr. Marsua tt, of 
this State, who quoted it to brand it as it deserved. But 
having met it, we now have to state that it is utterly desti- 
tute of truth. No article of the kind ever appeared in the 
Chicago Times. From the earliest meeting of the conven- 


Let me state | 


THE CONGRESSI 


1 


i Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Have you given 
;; an 


| 
j 





I quote what you | 





| tleman will keep cool. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Only as I stated. |! [Mr. Mansitatt] himself, and which, 


i date ? 
ir. SMITH, of Virginia. No, sir; only as I 


have read. The gentleman wants to hang upon | 


the absence of a specific date. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 
to hang upon anything. 


I do not want 
I stated some time ago 


on the floor of the House, and now repent, that | 


no article such as the one indicated in the gen- 


tleman’s former remarks ever did appear in the | 


Chicago Times. I care not whai garbled extracts 


Bla 


publican organs, which are the proper 


backers of the gentieman in his tirade against the | 


Democratic party of Illinois. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope the gen- 


I read again. Says the 
Journal: 


But it is a fact which the Chicago Times cannot suc- | 


cessfully contradict, that that sheet, about that time, did 
publish such an editorial as Mr. Smira refers to. That edi- 


torial was. of such a remarkable character that we cut it | 


out and put it in our scrap-book for safe keeping. We have 
the article before us now,’’ &c. 


He must be a most unscrupulous Black Repub- 


the ae may bring from the uaserupulous || 
ck Re 





ONAL GLOBE. _ roi 2551 





perhaps, 
he has seen, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, The paper to 
which the gentleman now refers is a paper call- 
ing itself the national Democratic organ, and rep- 
resenting a very smal! and unscrupulous clique, 
who aye acting in perfect harmony with the Black 
Republicans—the unscrupulous portion of that 


| party—to defeat the regular Democratic organi- 
zation of the State of Lilinois. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I deny that 
they are acting with the Republicans. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. They are pat- 
ting each other upon the back for the purpose of 
breaking down the regular Democratic organiza- 
tion, and are ccpying each other’s articles with 
commendation. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish to deny here in my 

lace that there is any arrangement, express or 
implied, between the Administration-Democratic 
party and the Republicans in the State of Illinois. 

I wish to say one word more. The gentleman 
has assailed the veracity of the Springfield State 
Journal in my State. 1 do not know the editors 


| of that paper personally. I know it to be a highly 


lican if he would make such a statement as that | 


when there was no foundation for it. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. The Chicago 


| Times denies the publication of any such ar- 
| ticle. 


his Lecompton associates in not || 
submitting the Lecompton constitution to a vote of the peo- | 


| the whole of it is to the same stunning effect. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I have the evidence 
of it here. 
tleman can respond to me. 
as follows; the editor says — 


*¢ The above is only asmal! part of the Times’s article, but 
If this was 


The extract goes on 


| nota bold stand against submitting the Lecompton consti- 
tution to the people and an indorsement of the Calhoun | 
| * plan,’ then what is it?” 


tion to its adjournment, we always assumed it to be an as- || 
certained fact, that the convention would submit the con- | 


stitution, and the whole of it, to the people of Kansas for 
rejection or approval.’ 


“The Times, it will be seen, talks out in flat denial of || 


this with an immense amount of emp!ssis.’’ 


The editor of the Journal proceeds: 


“Tt may be forgetfulness on the part of the Times, but 
it is nevertheless a fact, that the organ of Sénator DouGLas 
did, in the first place, as charged by Mr. Smiru, come out 
against a general submission of the Lecompton constitu- 
tion. We do not know anything about the letter which 
Caijhoun wrote to Douevas, though it is understood in town 
here that such a letter was written. Neither do we know 
anything about the failure of DoveLas to respond to the 
‘plan to be pursued,’ but it is a fact, which the Chicago 
Times cannot successfully contradict, that that sheet, about 


that time, did publish such an editorial as Mr. Smiru re- | 


fers to. The editorial was of such a remarkable character | 
that we cut it out and put it in our scrap-book for safe | 


keeping. We have the article before us now, and the fol- 
lowing are paragraphs taken from it: 

*““* We think the convention that will frame the new 
constitution in Kansas will exhibit far more regard for pub- 
lic tranquillity and public honesty, by conducting their pro- 
ceedings without any reference to the Topeka adherents ; 
and, as they have declared it shall never go into operation 
in the State, we think there is about as much propriety in 
submitting it to their approval as there would be in submit- 
ting it to the approval of the inhabitants of the Fejee 
islands.’ * . . . = . * * ® 

*** As the adherents of the Topeka convention refused to 
participate in the election of delegates, and are sworn to 
resist the new State government wlien established, they 
have no right to be consulted in the fermation of that State 
government.’’? 


it will be observed that the paper vindicates what 
I stated as to the course of the Chicago Times. 
The gentleman emphatically says: 


“The most amazing fact in reference to this calumny is, 
that no such article as the one indicated by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia has ever, at any time, appeared inthe 
columns of the Chicago Times. This fact, at least, if itex- 
isted, could be easily proven ; and I defy the gentleman to 
produce the evidence. If he fails, which he most assu- 
redly will, the charge is not only shown to be false, but 


utterly destiiute of foundation or plausibility from the be- 
ginuing.”” 





Here, then, is an extract distinctly sustaining 
my statement, if it be a veritable extract from a 
veritable article. 
ber that I am acting upon such evidence asI have 
before me. I am making a statement founded 
upon the article that 1 have just read, in which it 
is clearly and distinctly stated that it would be as 
mad to submit this constitation to the Topeka- 
ites as it would be to submit it to the inhabitants 
of the Fejee islands, as they had sworn it should 
never go into operation. 


I beg the gentleman to remem- | 


Let me get through and then the gen- || , 
8 > B°D- |! able man, when the character of gentlemen in my 


reputable and able paper; and if my colleague de- 
nies that that is acorrect quotation from the Chi- 
cago Times, I assure him that I will prove thatit 


| is as soon as [ can communicate with the editors 


| public explanation of it. 


of that paper; or, if I am_ wrong, I will make a 
I do this merely witha 
view of saying what I ought to say as an honor- 


| State is assailed, 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Ulinois. I wish to re- 
mark that it is justas | expected. The gentleman 


from Virginia is acting in harmony with the Re- 


publican party to make an assault upon the reg- 
ular Democratic organization of the State of Iil- 
nois, and has their sympathy in so doing, He is 


| patted on the back, and sustained in his efforts by 


the Republicans, just as the same movement is 
sustained in Illinois. 
The charge of the gentleman against vuage 


| Doveias was, in effect, although it was not di- 
rectly made, that he had indicated the mode 
| adopted by the Lecompton convention of submit- 


Well, sir, if this be a || 


veritable extract, then my statement, founded || 
upon the information of others, is indicated and | 
maintained beyond all human question. This ar- | 
ticle in the Springfield paper, then, goes on to | 


speak of the Chicago Times as beingahe paper 
of Judge Doveas—not as being under his influ- 
ence, but that it was his paper. 

Now, the gentleman says that this is a Black 
Republican paper. Well, sir, | confess that I 


should desire pretty strong evidence, where there | 


was a great issue, to satisfy me that any partisan 
ress always spoke the truth. But, without mean- 
ing to compliment the Black Republicans, | know 
enough of many of the members of that party, to 
know that there are many of them who would be 
as apt to speak the truth as many others. 
Mr. KILGORE. 


me fora moment? I simply want to suggest to 


Will the gentleman permit | 


the gentleman from Virginia, and the gentleman | 


from Illinois, that they must strike out the word 
‘*black”’ if they mean to use this testimony, for 
I believe they both object to blacks giving testi- 
mony. (Laughter. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. That is the reason 
that this testimony is received with so much 
hesitation. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
credit, coming from the source it does? 

Mr. SMITH, of Vitginia. 1am making this 
explanation in order’ to excuse myself for doing 
it. But, sir, this statement, thus made, under the 
responsibility which attaches to every man who 
occupies a decent social position, has been exten- 
sively circulated. I have not seen it denied in the 


|| Chicago Times. The National Union, an Admin- 


To this I have only to say that, having no per- || istration Democratic paper, established at Chi- 
sonal knowledge myself, and acting necessarily || cago by some warm Administration Democrats, | 
upon the information of others, as the gentleman |, to counteract the malign influence of the Chicago 
himself does, I furnish a complete answer to the || Times, gives sufficient credit to this Republican 


paragraph quoted, in the extracts I have read. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Does the gen- || 21st instant. 
tleman give the date of the Chicago Times in || mated; but, on the contrary, it is headed by an || 


which that article appeared ? 


| article to give it insertion in its columns of the 
I see no doubt expressed or inti- 


Will the gentleman give it 


ting the constitution. I stated that that was un- 
true; that there was no truth in it; and | repeat it 
here to-day. In regard to the articles in the Chi- 
cago Times, I say that, allmitting the quotation 
from it to be correct, incommon fairness the whole 
article ought to have been quoted, so that the com- 
mittee could be able to judge of the effect of it; 
and that the date should be given: otherwise, I 
say the gentleman is entitled to no credit for the 
assertion. Ido not pretend to say that the ex- 
tracts which the tenia has quoted here may 
not possibly, at some time, have appeared in the 
Chicago Times; but I say that there is nothing in 
the course of that paper which indorses any such 
sentiment; nor has it ever been indorsed by Judge 
Dove as. 

I do not know what concert of action there may 
be between the party of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia and the Republicans, for the election of John 
Wentworth to the United States Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, and Mr. 
KELLOGG. Abraham Lincoln is the Republi- 
can candidate for Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. KELLOGG. In reply to the charge of our 


| patting the heads of both wings, or either wing, of 


the Democratic party in Illinois, I desire to = 
that we intend to pat them so hard that we will 
beat them both, and elect our own man; which I 
believe we shall do. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginin. I never knew a 
beaten party in my life that did notery out ** vie- 
tory” before election. And what will be done 
by the Republicans of Illinois in the future, will 
be judged by their experience in the past. But 
let me resume—for I presume, from the frequency 
of the gentleman’s interruptions, that he does not 
intend to reply. 

Now, sir, | presume it is not denied that Gen- 
eral Calhoan, being a personal and political friend 
of Judge Doveras, addressed to him a letter in- 
dicating the policy which he proposed to pursue. 


| Itis undeniable that Judge Doveras received this 


' 
| 
j 


letter, and assented to it so far as his silence could 
ive that assent. I have read an article in the 
hicago Times. Now, sir, I will present other 


article having direet reference to the gentleman || testimony. On the 2ist of May last, the National 
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Union, a paper also published in the city of Chi- | 


cago, which copied the article I have referred to 
from the Springfield Journal, with the following 
comments 

as the hammer fell. ] 
r. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 


that the committce cannot take a great deabof in- 





terest in these personal matters; and itis unpleas- | 


ant to me at any time to engage in them. 

In the remarks which I made on a former occa- 
sion, in reply to the gentleman from Virginia, I did 
it with no purpose of misrepresenting or reflecting 
unjustly upon the gentleman. But, sir, | deemed 
it due to myself, to the Senator from Illinois, and 
to the people of Illinois, to say what I did on that 
oceasion. I cannot now go into the details of that 
discussion. 


to have been, in effect, an assault upon Judge 
Dove.as, and nota regular discussion of the prin- 
ciples involved in the Kansas controversy. ‘That 
was the bearing and the object of it. The gentle- 
man intimates that my speech as printed probably 
differs, so far asitrefers to him, from that delivered. 
In this he ismistaken. There may have been some 
verbal changes—nothing more. The article from 
the Chicago Times, which I appended to my 

rinted speech, I did not have time to read then, 
ut I gave notice that I would print it. 
jection sounds strange, coming from the gentle 
man from Virginia. ore sir, the speech of the 
gentleman, which he was but one hour in deliver- 


ing, covered thirty columns of the Congressional | 
Globe—-matter that he could not have delivered in | 
two hours; and yet the gentleman complains of | hi | 

|, That is an independent Democratic journal, friendly in the 
| 


my having cs what I did not speak. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It is well known, 
as I said, on that occasion, that gentlemen very 
frequently intimate, as I did several times in the 
course of that speech, that extracts will be pub- 
iished which there is not time to read. But, sir, 
never put in personal matters which are not 
spoken. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. Well, sir, to 
proceed. It is well known to gentlemen here that 


the speech which | delivered on that occasion, | 


was delivered late in the evening, and I will add 
was almost wholly impromptu, without prepara- 
tion or premeditation; and it would not have been 
very strange if, in the heat of debate, I had said 


what my cooler judgment would not wholly ap- | 


prove. But, sir, that the House may know ex- 


actly what I did say in regard to the gentleman | 
from Virginia, I send up to the Clerk’s desk, and | 
will ask to have read all that portion of the speech | 


which relates to the gentleman. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Butthe honorable genueman from Virginia (Mr. Smrtri)} 
has made himself conspicuous by his assaults upon Llmois 
and her distinguished Senator. Pollowing the example of 
ladies of doubtful reputation, he, too, seems desirous of 
patching up his own political character by assailing that of 
other men. He bas arrogated to himself a superior sanctity, 
and stands in the market-places and * thanks God that he 
is not as these publicans and sinners.’ ‘Towards the close 


of his singular speech, he abandons, fora time, generalities | 
and insinuations, and attempts by distinct charges to assail | 


the motives of Judge DoveLas, and his associates. One of 
these arraigoments is in these words: 


«Mr. Surru, of Virginia. | will say this in conclusion : | 


that the delegation from Lilinois, or a portion of them at any 
rate, met together here, when Congress assembled, to con 


sider the course which a certaingentleman in the other end | 


of the Capitol should pursue, and the means he should use, 
in order to secure his reélection to the United States Senate. 
I say that much; and I will make out the case when I have 
the time. I say that certainly extraordinary action has re- 
sulted ina concerted movement, having an eye alone to 
luis redlection.’ 

“1 have already stated on the floor of the House that this 
charge is wholly and entirely destitute of truth. [t has no 
feundation whatever in fact. I allude to it now for the 
purpose of adding that the honorable member ought to have 
known at the time that it could not be true. It was known 
throughout the whole country (the matter was discussed in 
the newspapers some time before Congress convened) that 
the Senator from Iilinois was opposed to the unqualified 
admission of Kansas under the Lecompton constitution. 
Upon his arrival in this city, some days before Congress 
convened, almost his first act was to wait on the President, 
and state to him frankly bis views in regard to this question. 
Their meeting was said to be cordial, and their conference 
frank and friendly; but their differences on this question 
were also said to be radical and irreconcilable. An account 
of this visit and conference was at the time published in 
the various papers throughout the country, and ought to 
have been Known to the honorable gentleman. I take it for 

ranted, however, that he had forgotten or overlooked these 
jacts, which were so well Known to the whole country. 

« Mie honorable member bas been equally unfortunate 
in the other specific charge which he thought r to 
make. ° It is equally baseless, and equally destitute of the 


Ta 


I am aware | 


I understood the whole course and | 
tenor of the speech of the gentleman from Virginia | 


This ob- | 











semblance of truth. That charge is made in the following 
language : 
«** Letme say here, also, that Mr. Calhoun wrote to Judge 


that was to be pursued, and asking his advice in reference 
to it. 


{ 





No answer to that letter was ever received, but the | 
Chicago Times came out and indorsed the proposed plan. | 


[ state as a fact, which will not be disputed in any quarter, | 


| that Senator Doveras, not as a Senator, but as a conspic- 
| uous friend of this gentleman, was written to in thé month 
of September, asking his advice as to the course to be pur- 
| sued in the submission of the constitution, and thathe never 
responded to that letter by dissent or affirmation. I repeat, 
|| the Chicago Times, understood to be under his influence, 
|| was published, containing an article indorsing the sugges- 
| tions of that letter. I have not time to go into this question 
as I would like; but such are the facts in relation to this 
matter.’ 

‘Mr. Chairman, Lam utterly amazed that any gentle- 
man, and especially the honorable member, should travel 
out of his path and his line of argument for the purpose of 
bringing forward, and placing on record, a charge of this 
character against a distinguished leader of his own party; 
|| and that leader a man who has been more prominent, open, 
bold, and constant in the advocacy of the constitutional 
rights of the South, and the principles of the Democratic 
party, than any man now living. Lf the charge were true, 
the propriety of that gentleman bringing it forward in the 
manner and under the circumstances in which he lugged 
it into his speech, would be at least questionable ; but what 
will the House and the country think of it when I state, 
what I now do, broadly and distinctly, that in every essen- 
tial particular it is utterly destitute of foundation or truth? 
|| Let me be distinetly understood. It is not contended that 
|| Judge Doveias ever wrote to Mr. Calhoun on the subject: 
The charge plainly and distinctly insinuated, rather than 
directly made, is that the author of the Kansas-Nebraska 
act, not openly and boldly, but in an underhand and skulk- 
ing manner, indicated to Calhoun, through the columns of 
the Chicago Times, the mode of submission of the consti- 
tution which was adopted by the Lecompton convention. [ 
repeat, sir, that the charge is as destitute of truth as any 
charge could possibly be. Judge Dovetas is inno manner 
responsible for the editorial conduct of the Chicago Times. 


main, to the distinguished Senator from Illinois; but its ed- 
itorial conduct is in charge of a gentleman who thinks, acts, 
and writes for himself, without submitting to the direction 
or dictation of any one. But this disavowal is not import- 
ant. The most amazing fact in reference to this calumny 
is, that no such article as the one indicated by the honorable 
gentleman from Virginia, hasever, at any time, appeared 
in the columns of the Chicago Times. This fact, at least, if 
it existed, could be easily proven, and [ defy the gentleman 
to produce the evidence. If he fails, which he most as- 
suredly will, the charge is not only shown to be false, but 
| utterly destitute of foundation or plausibility from the be- 
ginning. 
[| do not, Mr. Chairman, charge the honorable gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Smrru] with willful falsehood or 
misrepresentation. Far be that from me. I have too high 
an appreciation of what is due to this body, and to the posi- 
tion of the honorable gentleman, even to insinuate such a 
charge fora moment. I would not believe for a moment 
that any gentleman occupying a seat on this floor, much less 
one so distinguished as the honorable member, would be 
guilty of so base a fabrication, or of giving itcurrency, know- 
ing it to be false. But what I complain of, what the friends 
of Judge Dovarxs have a right to complain of, is that the 
gentleman should, without investigation, pick up from the 
purlieus and streets of Washington anonymous slanders 
against a distinguished statesman, fabricated by plunder- 
gorged parasites, aud the miserable, leprous, hungry pack 
who are ready to bark at the heels of any one who they may 
think iS under the ban of power—slanders which have been 
floating around the streets of Washington all winter, but 
which the fnends of Judge Dovetas deemed wholly un- 
worthy of their nowce. We have a right to complain that 
so distinguished a gentleman should lend his name to give 
currency to charges which before were unworthy of notice, 
and allow himself to become the conduit through which this 
miserable spawn of malice and defamation should be poured 
forth upon the House, and sent out to infect the moral at- 
mosphere of the whole country. 
| “Mr. Chairman, I shail append to my remarks, when 

printed, the article which Mr. Calhoun has indicated as the 
one which he supposed reflected the views of Judge Dove- 
Las on the question of submission of the constitution to be 
framed at Lecompton. Calhoun first saw itin a Kansas 
paper, copied from the Chicago Times. lt appeared first in 
the Daily ‘Times of the 14th October, 1856. I have evidence, 
| satisfactory to myself, that Judge DoveLas knew nothing of 

this article at the time it appeared, and probably never saw 
| it until I furnished him,a few days ago, a copy of the Times 
in which it appeared. But, be this as it may, it will be seen 
that the article, instead of sustaining, utterly disproves the 
charge made by the honorable member from Virginia ; and 
I have no hesitation in saying, thot if the mode of submis- 
sion, indicated in that articleted been adopted in good 
faith, the result would have been sefisfactory to the people 
of Kansas, and to the whole country, ultra factionists, Nerth 
and South, alone excepted. 

** The following is the article which appeared in the Chi- 
cago Times, October 14, 1856, which has been indicated by 
Mr. Calhoun as the one which he supposed reflected the 
views of Mr. Dovaetas in regard to the mode in which the 
constitution framed at Lecompton should be submitted to 
the people of Kansas for their ratification or rejection : 

“* Kansas—Tue Constitutional CoNveNtTion.—The 
convention which was elected in Kansas to frame a State 
constitution for that Territory will soon meet again. They 
/ cannot fail to have observed, what all the rest of the worid 
| has observed, that the voice of the people of Kansas is in 

favor of a free State. We know not what may be the pur- 
pose or the feelings of the delegates upon os of 
slavery, but the recent election has demon that noth- 
ing else than a constitution which shall exclude and prohibit 
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slavery will be accepted by the people of the Territory 
‘That fact is so patent that no man can shut his eyes to it 
‘** Ttis said that the convention, when elected, was unan- 
imously pro-slavery; that we know to be untrue; we know 
that there were many delegates who were in favor of Obey. 
ing the wishes of the people; and a majority in favor of 
submitting their action, no matter what it was, to popular 
approval or rejection at the polls. What that convention 
will do, or what it will not do, we have not the means of 
knowing. But we know that any attempt to force a pro- 
slavery constitution upon the people without the opportunit 


| of voting it down at the polls, will be regarded, after the 


| recent expression of sentiment, as so decidedly unjust 


pressive, and unworthy of a free people, that the people “f 
the United States will not sanction it. [t would add thoy- 
sands to the vote of the Republican party in every State of 
the Union, and give to that organization what it has never 
had yet—a show of justice and truth. 

“*'To the Democratic members of that convention the 
course is plain. ‘lhe people have decided in favor of a free 
State ; though they have not voted on the naked issue of 
** free State” or ** slave State,’ they have voted practically 
in favor of a free State. Two thirds of the Democratic party 
in Kansas have voted with the “ free-State”’ party at the re. 
cent election, in order to make the popular decision more 
emphatic. As Kansas must be a free State, even those 
persons in the Territory, whoare known as “ pro-slavery” 
men, must recognize in the late election a decision which 
must not be slighted nor put at defiance. ‘To that expres. 
sion of the popular will there should be a graceful, if not a 
cheerful submission. Kansas is to be a free State! That 
fact being ascertained, let the convention frame a constitu- 
tion to suit her best interests upon all other questions, and 
let the prohibition of slavery be put in it, clearly, and with- 


| outquibble ; plainly, without disguise; explicitly, broadly, 


, tion to the people. 


and firmly. Let the convention then submit that constitu. 
If it be adopted, Kansas will come into 
the Union at the next session, and the Republican party will 
expire for want of sustenance. If any members of the con- 
vention desire to prolong the controversy, or to have a reg- 
ular direct vote upon slave State and free State, lect a free 
State constitution—the Topeka constitution, divested of 
such of its provisions as time has shown to be unsuitable— 
and a slave State constitution be prepared. Let them both 
be submitted to the people—the yote to be “ free-State con- 
stitution, yes,”’ or *‘ free-State constitution, no ;’ “ slave- 
State constitution, yes,”’ or  slave-State constitution, no.” 
Let them, if they desire to vote in favor of a slave State, 
have the opportunity ; but let the constitution be submitted 
to the popular vote, and at an early day. 

*** Let the present convention submit this matter to the 
people without delay, and have the long controversy settled 
finally, and in the only effectual manner that is possible. In 


| six months after the admission of Kansas, Black Republi- 


canism will be no more.’ ” 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I shal! detain 
the committee but a moment longer. In the re- 
marks which I then made, I did not intend to do 
any injustice to the gentleman from Virginia. Af- 
ter hearing his remarks to-day, and giving them 
all the weight and importance I think they are en- 
titled to, I do not believe thatI did the gentleman 
from Virginia any injustice in the remarks which 
I then submitted. I intended to cast no personal 
reflections upon him, but I intended, in as direct 
and distinct language as 1 was capable of using, to 
say to the House, that the specific charges made 
against Judge Douexas and the Illinois delega- 
tion were not true, and had no foundatién in fact. 
And I now repeat, after hearing the evidence 
which the gentleman has brought forward, that 
I do not think any man can believe that he has 
brought forward even the semblance of proof to 
establish the truth of one of the charges. I did 
not propose, nor do [ now, to go over the entire 
columns of the Chicago Times, in order to ascer- 
tain whether there was any such statement intro- 
duced as a quotation or illustration, or in some 
connection of which I could know nothing, as that 


_ referred to in the Journal, introduced here by the 


gentleman. 


I will say this to those who seem to be sensi- 
tive about the Illinois Journal: that I mean now to 
cast no particular reflection upon the Journal or 
its conductors, other than to state, what we all 
know to be the fact, that it is too often the case 
that little reliance is to be placed upon statements 
of fact in mere partisan papers. When the ed- 
itor of the Times, and gentlemen upor this floor 
state that no such article appeared in that paper; 
if anybody intends to assert the contrary, in com- 
mon fairness the article ought to be produced in 
extenso, and the date of the paper ought to be 
given, so that the assertion may be directly and 
distinctly met. But we have nothing of that kind. 
The article I copied I took from the Times of the 
date therein indicated. There is no question 


about it that indicates what was the policy of the 


editor of the Times—at that time, atleast. It is 
also the article which was indicated by Mr. Cal- 
houn, while he was in this city, as the one to 
which he referred when he made the charge which 
has been floating about this city, and which the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Suir] took up 
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and poured out upon this floor, that Judge Doue- || the date, without anything about the context, it | 
_ is impossible for anybody to forma correct judg- | 
It is unfair for gentlemen |) 


i as had indicated the course to be pursued by the 
Lecompton convention. As I have said, the ar- 
ticle appended to my speech was the one he re- 
ferred to. a 
Taking all these facts together, I do not think 
that the gentleman from Virginia has supported 
himself in any respect by the evidence he has 
brought forward on this occasion; and whatever 
may be produced hereafter, it is my conviction— ions | 
indeed I have nota particle of doubt about the r. SMITH, of Virginia. I trust that the gen- | 
matter—that the charge which has been floating || tleman will allow mea word here. I will say that | 
about, and to which the honorable gentleman is I have oe long record, and that no man can 
endeavoring to give currency, that Judge Dove- |) put his finger where I have departed from any 


ment in regard to it. 
to bring them forward here even if they were de- | 
rived as stated, without stating the date and the 
| context, and the circumstances under which the | 


I will say, in conclusion, that if I have used | 
language which the géntleman deems offensive in 
nioee to his associations with other parties 





conventions, is utterly destitute of truth. The 
gentleman has abandoned his original charge. He 


ewered the letter written to him by Mr. Calhoun. 
I have spoken to Judge Doveras about this. He 
does not pretend to say that: Mr. Calhoun may 
not have written to him. He thinks that he did; 
but he does not recollect the purport of such let- 
ter. Judge Douetas, as everybody is aware, has 
a large correspondence, and is daily receiving a 
large number of letters from all portions of the || cle. I have never acted in opposition to Demo- 
country. Acting on his general policy of not in- || cratic principles, or any legitimate or authorized 
terfering, directly or indirectly, with the affairs of || Democratic organization, and no man can, with 
the people of that Territory, as a matter of course 
he would tot have given any advice upon the 
subject. It would have been improper for him 
to have attempted in any manner to influence or 
controb the free action of the people of Kansas. 
He could not have done so without abandoning 
his policy of non-intervention, of letting the peo- 
ple of Kansas settle their affairs in thew own way. 
Acting on that policy, it was his duty to pay no 
regard to any such letter, if received. Such, at 
least, is my view of his duty. He never did give 
any answer to it. Gentlemen may arraign him, 
and think that he did wrong. I think that he did 
right. No one can object to any one making any 
fair criticism upon facts which do exist. What 
1 object to is the assertion of things as facts which 
have no foundation whatever. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I want five min- 
utes. The gentleman has occupied my time, and 
J only ask a small portion of his. 

The gentleman will readily see, that when these 
rumors were rife throughout the country, and, 
moreover, When Judge Dovaetas took the position 
he did, it filled the breasts of a great many Dem- 
ocratic gentlemen with alarm and with distrust, 
and prepared them to entertain, with some degree 
of belief, any further statements corresponding 
therewith, 

In reference to this particular fact, I have ad- 
verted sufficiently. I believed it because an hon- 
orable gentleman, as I supposed, John Calhoun, 
an old friend of Judge Dovexas, so stated it. | 
bring this evidence up in support of my state- 
ment. [could not be erroneous in believing these 
things, especially when there were other circum- 
stances which justified it. I think that the only 
blame, perhaps, that I can be charged with, is the 
moderation of my criticism. [tis remarkable that, 
ina speech of someelongation, I was so forbearing. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. I will not de- 
tain the committee. This is a matter of little im- 
portance. If I have done any injustice to the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [| should say so, and say 
so frankly. Ihave never desired to do him injus- 
tice. I do not desire to do him injustice now. In 
regard to this matter, I think the gentleman has 
assumed to himself too much importance. If the 
Democracy of Judge Dovetas or any other gen- 
tleman is to be tried, I should object, at least, to 
the jurisdiction of the gentleman from Virginia. 
I should insist on some man trying him, or them, 
who has a much more unquestionable record than 
the gentleman possesses. I think that the hon- 
orable member, who has been endeavoring for 
ro to affiliate the dark-lantern order, as it has 

en called throughout the country, may be a 
very proper person to come forward to assail the 
Democracy of other gentlemen with garbled ex- 
tracts from a bitter partisan Republican paper of 
Illinois, As I have said before, I do this with no || partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
purpose of casting any special censure upon that || various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
paper. The extracts quoted may have appeared || 30, 1859. 
at some time, and in some connection, in the Chi- The previous question was seconded, and the 
cago Times; but without the connection, without || main question ordered. 


~ 


| gentleman, who has affiliated with the Black Re- 
| publicans in overthrowing the Democratic party, 
and did his best with that object in view to the 
last, should talk about my affiliation with the 
American partys 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois. 


| regard to this matter, and every act of mine on 
the floor of this House, has been dictated by my 
own judgment and my convictions of right and 
duty—duty to myself, to my constituents, to the 
country, and especially to the Democratic party, 
which never can be benefited by an abandonment 
of principles. Ido not set myself up as the great 
organ of the Democratic party, to read other men 
out of it, or to make assaults upon them in regard 
to their course. I have done nothing of the kind. 
| In my course on Kansas, and all other matters, I 
have acted according to the dictates of my own 
judgment, and I do not object to other gentlemen 
doing so. What I do object to is, that the gen- 
tleman should arrogate to himself the office of cen- 
| sor, and bring up far-fetched and unauthentic 
| charges, having no foundation in fact, against 
those who have occupied, and now occupy, higher 
positions in the Democratic party than he ever 
did or ever can occupy; men who have devoted 
| their whole lives to its service, and upon whose 
record there is neither spot or blemish. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said all that I desire at 
this time to say in regard to this matter. If the 
gentleman from Virginia is satisfied, I can cer- 


| discussion any further, and will therefore let it 
| stop here. 

Mr. GROW. I move that the committee rise 
for the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Llinois. Will the gentleman 
| yield me the floor? 

Mr. GROW. If it be only for amoment, I will 

ield. 
* Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. If the gentleman 
| from Illinois will allow me, I will move that the 
| committee rise for the purpose of termtmating de- 
| bate on this bill in five minutes after the commit- 
| tee shall have resumed its consideration, 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, yielded. 
Mr. J.GLANCY JONES then moved that the 
| committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


} 

| So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, Mr. Bocock reported that the 
| Committee of the Whole on the,state of the Union 
| had had under consideration the Union generally, 
and particularly House bill No. 557, which he had 
| been directed to report back with certain amend- 
| ments; and also House bill No. 555, as to which 
| the committee had come to no resolution. 





SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES moved the previous 
question on the passage of House bill No. 557, 





| language was called forth. 1] 


| Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
Las interfered in any way of form with the con- || principle of the Democratic party; and the gen- | 
duct of the convention in Kansas or any of these || tleman, must remember that I was never found || 
| working against the Democratic party, as the gen- || 


Such reflec- || 
tions, Mr. Chairman, do not disturb me a parti- | 


truth, charge that | have. All that I have done in | 


tainly have no motive or desire to continue this || 


making supplemental appropriations for the cur- | 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian de- | 


2553 


| ‘The several amendments reported back by the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 








were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


I move that all 
| debate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on bill No. 555 be closed in ten min- 
utes after its consideration shall have been re- 


| 


| tleman has been in the recent struggle on the || sumed, 
says now that Judge Doveras ought to have an- |) Kansas question; and it is remarkable that the || 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I now move that 
|| the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 
| solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
|| the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCIES IN INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 


| The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 

|| House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bococx 

| in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of a 
bill (H. R. No. 555) to supply deficienciés in the 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the year ending June 30, 1858. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the 
controversy which sprung up some time ago at 
the instance of the member from Virginia, he has 
chosen, on this occasion, voluntarily, to renew. 
It has ever been my object, since | have had a seat 
on this floor, to treat every gentleman here with 
courtesy and kindness. But | found myself unex- 
pectly involved by the exposure which the met- 
ber from Virginia thought proper to make, of what 

| he claimed to be a private conversation in my pri- 
| vate room. Sir, while | seek no controversies, if 
|| they are forced upon me, I shall not shrink from 
| them. The object of the gentleman in renewing 
|| the matter here to-day is evident to the House, 
and will be evident to the country. He desired, 
sir, to assail, and, as far as he could, to blast the 
| reputation of the honorable Senator from Illinois, 
Judge Doveé.as, the latchet of whose shoes he is 
| unworthy tounloose. . ore 
| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I just want it dis- 
tinctly understood that if the gentleman utters any 
word of offense to me I will not stand it one in- 
| Stant. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The gentleman may 
| stand it or not, as he pleases. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call upon the Chair 
to preserve order, or | will preserve it myself. 
Phe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Il- 
|| linois must remember that it is contrary to the 
\| rules of the House to indulge in remarks casting 
|| personal reflections 6n any member, and will 
|| please to refrain from doing so. 
|| Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. If I have trespassed 
upon the order or decorum of the House, I cer- 
| tainly owe the House an apology for it, while I 
| owe none to themember from Virginia, and have 


j 


i 
1} 


none to make to him. » This controversy, let me 
repeat, has been voluntarily renewed by him; and 
inasmuch as he has read what he says is an arti- 
cle from the Chicago Times, I ask the Clerk to 
|| read an editorial in that paper in relation to the 
point of controversy involved, which I send up 
to the desk. 

| The Clerk read the article, as follows: 


|| “A STALE FALSEHOOD.—JIn a speech delivered in the 
| House of Representatives by Mr. Wittiam Sarra, of Vir- 
|| ginia, (otherwise called ‘ Extra Billy,’) he is reported as 
| having said that the mode adopted by Calhoun and his Le- 
|} compton associates in not submitting the Lecompton con- 
stitution to a vote of the people was adopted because it was 
|| suggested by the Chicago Times, which was supposed by 
| Calhoun to express the opinion of Judge DoveLas on that 
|} pomt. 
| Once The following is the portion of the speech of Mr. Surira 
in which this statement was made: 
| * Letme say here, also, that Mr. Calhoun wrote to Judge 
DovueLas, not as a Senator, but as a friend, stating the plan 
|| that was to be pursued, and asking his advice in reference 
to it. No answer to that letter was ever received ; but the 
|| Chicago Times came out and indorsed the proposed plan. 
I state as a fact, which will not be disputed in any quarter, 
| that Senator Dovatas, not as a Senator, but as a conspic~ 


| 
| 
| 
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wous friend of that gentleman, was written to in the menth 
of September, asking bis advice as to the course to be pur- 
sued in the submission of the constitution, and that he never 
responded to that letter by dissent or affirmation. | repeat, 
the Chieago Times, understood to be under his influence, 
waa publisied, containing an article indorsing the sugges- 








tions of that letter. [ have not time to go into this question | 


as | would like; but such are the facts in relation to this | 


matter.’ 

*“ We did not meet with this statement by Mr. Smirn 
until we saw it quoted in a speech by Mr Marsuatt, of 
this State, who quoted it to brand it as it deserved. But, 
having met it, we now have to state that it is utterly desti- 
tute of truth. No article of the kind ever appear 
Chicago Times. From the earliest meeting of the conven- 
tion to its adjournment, we always assumed it to be an as- 


certained fact that the convention would submit the con- | 


stituiion, and the whule of it, to the people of Kansas for 
rejection or approval. 

** When we ascertained that the convention had inserted 
a clause establishing and perpetuating slavery, indefiance 
of the popular wish, as expressed in the election of Parrott, 
we wok the ground that the constitution was a ridiculous 
mockery, because the people, when they came to vote upon 
it, would vote it down. When the news came that the con 
vention had so framed the schedule that the people would 
not have the privilege of voting upen the constitution— 
either for or against it—we were perfectly astounded, not 
only with the rascality of the proceeding, but with the bold, 
unblushing repudiation of solemn pledges which necessarily 
accompanied it. 

* During the winter, however, we understood that Mr. 
John Caihoun justified his conduct by alleging that the 
course he had pursued had been followed because it had 


been recommended by the Chicago Times. Indeed, Mr. | 


Calhoun so stated in a private letter which he addressed to 
us upon the subject. We took pains to have Mr. Calhoun 
indicate the particular article in the Times upon which he 
forwarded his impudent and craven apology for his own 
shameless conduct. That article is as follows: 
**Kansas.—TuHe ConstiruTionaL Convention.—The 
convention which was elected in Kansas to frame a State 
constitution for that Territory will soon meet again. They 
cannot fhil to have observed, what all the rest of the world 


has observed, that the voice of the people of Kansas is in | 


in the | 
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| The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will suspend 
| the reading. ‘This is a part of the speech of the 
gentleman from Illinois; and the Chair, in as kind 


| and polite a manner as possible, notified the gen- 


tleman from Ilinois that it wag notin order to in- 
dulge in personalities. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Well, sir, the only 
1as been read. I wanted the editor of the Times 
_to speak for himself in regard to this matter. He 


in having it read—that he took pains to have 


[Mr. cane incorporated in his speech. 
Now, sir, I have done with that branch of the sub- 
ject. It fixes the misrepresentation where it be- 
ongs. 

The gentleman has again referred to a conver- 
sation which he says occurred with me in my pri- 


House some time ago, I remarked: 


*“T invited the gentleman to my room for the purpose— 
| as I think the gentleman will bear me witness—mainly of 
introducing to him an old soldier friend, who formerly lived 


| obtaining a peusion, and I was desirous of enlisting the mem- 
bers of the House in his favor.” 

To that remark the gentleman from Virginia 
replied as follows: 


**It is said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morris] 
that this conversation occurred in his room, in the presenee 





favor of a free State. We know not what may be the pus- | 
pose or feelings of the delegates upon the question of sla- | 


very, but the recent election has demonstrated that nothing 
else than a constitution which shall extude or prohibit sla- 
very will be accepted by the people of the Territory. That 
fact is so patent that no man can shut his eyes to it. 

*** Itissaid that the convention, when elected, was unan- 


imousiy pro slavery ; that we know to be untrue ; we know | 
that there were many delegates who were in tavor of obey- | 
ing the wishes of the people ; and a majority in favor of sub- | 
mitting their action, no matter what i was, to popular ap- | 
proval or rejection at the polls. What that convention will | 


do, or what it will not do, we have not the means of know 
ing. But we know that any attempt to force a pro-slavery 


constitution upon the people, without the opportunity of | 


voting it down at the polls, will be regarded, atter the recent | 


expression of sentiment, as so decidedly unjust, oppressive, 
and unworthy of a free people, that the people of the Uni 
ted States will not sanction it. It would add thousands to 
the vote of the Republican party in every State of the Union, 
and give to that eee what it has uever had yet—a 
show of justice and truth. 

“* To the Democratic members of that convention, the 
course is plain. The people have decided in favor of a free 
State; though they have not voted on the naked issue of 
“tree State’’ or “slave State,’’ they have voted practically 


in favor of a free State. Two thirds of the Democratic party | 


in Kansas have voted with the “ free-State”’ party atthe re 
cent election, in order to make the popular decision more 
emphatic. As Kansas must be a free State, even those per- 


sonsin the Territory who are known as * pro slavery”? men, | 


must recugnize in the late election a decision which must 
not be slighted or put at defiance. To that expression of 
the popular will, there should be a graceful, if not a cheer- 


ful submission. Kansas is to bea tree State! That fact | 
being ascertained, let the convention frame a constitution | 
to suit her best interests upon all other questions, and let | 


the prohibition of slavery be put in, clearly, and without 


miy. et the convention then submit that constitution 
tothe people. If it be adopted, Kansas will come into the 
Union at the next session, and the Republican party will 
expire for the want of sustenance. [f any members of the 
convention desire to prolong the controversy, or to havea 


regular direct vote upon slave State and free State, let a free- | 


of his family. That is true, sir; but | went with a view to 
consult with him, as he has stated, and this public subject 
came up in conversation after that private matter was dis- 
posed of.” 

He came to my private room to consult with 
the old soldier, as I stated, and as he has admit- 
| ted. Now, sir, that old soldier, the member from 
Virginia, and myself and family, were the only 
persons present at that interview. 


said on that occasion. 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk may be read as 
a partof my speech. Not a word or line of it 
was written or dictated by me, nordol know who 
did write it. 
the facts. 
The affidavit was read, as follows: 


Stare or Iiunors, McDonovuGH Cornry, ss: 
The undersigned, Thomas Smithers, being duly sworn, 


ing a part of the winter last pasf, for the purpose of prose- 
cuting a claim for a pension; and while there, some time in 


the month of December, he, aftiant, spent an evening atthe | 


rvom of Hon. J. N. Morris, and was informed by said Morris 
that ex-Governor Smith, of Virginia, would be there to see 
affiant in reference tosaid claim. Affiant further states that 
said Smith came to said room about half past seven o’clock 
p. m. of said day, and remained there from one half to three 
quarters of an hour. That the only persons present were 
the said Smith, Morris and his wife, and affiant ; and affiant 
now most positively states that no such statements as said 
Smith has attributed to said Morris, in a speech recently 
delivered by him, Smith, in the House of Representatives, 
in substance that * the Illinois delegation in Congress had 


| way for Judge Douglas to secure his reélection to the Uni- 


' 

|) Morris at the time, nor was anything said by said Morris 
|| which could be so construed to bear any such meaning; 
| 


but on the contrary, said Morris, in said conversation, in- 


State constitution—the Topeka constitution, divested of || fraud on the people of the Territory of Kansas, and that the 


such of its provisions as time has shown to be tnsuitable— 
and a slave State constitution be prepared. Let them both 
be submitted to the peopie—tic vote to be “ free State con- 
stitution, yes,’’ or * free-State constitution, no ;”’ “ slave 
State constitution, yes,” or * slave State constitution, no.” 
Let them, if they desire to vote in favor of a slave State, 
have the opportunity ; BUT LeT THE CONSTITUTION BE sUB- 
MITTED TO THE POPULAR VoTs, and at an early day. 

“*Let the present convention submit this matter to the 
people without delay, and havethe long controversy settled 
finally, and in the only effectual manner that is possible. 
in six months after the admission of Kansas, Black Repub- 
licanism will be no more.’ 

“And this is the article which John Calhoun, when 
driven to a corner, represented to the President and Cabi- 
net as the one from which he derived the plan not to sub- 
mit the constitution to the people at all! And this poor, 
paltry falsehood, framed by Calhoun as an apology for con- 
duct of which even he was ashamed, is taken up by Smith, 
and gravely repeated to the House of Representatives. The 
statement when made by Smith has not even the question- 
able excuse which Calhoun might have offered for its fab- 
rication. Smith had not been a member of the Lecompton 
convention. like Calhoun, and therefore was not driven by 

motives to hide his own political turpitude by a 


Mr. Morris said nothing, in said conversation, which could 
have been fairly construed to imply that the Lilinois dele- 


same ought not to be forced upon them, against their well- 


known and expressed wishes, and that the admission of 


| 

Kansas under said constitution would be a clear violation 

|| of the principles of a sovereignty, and would defeat 
and ruin the entire Democratic party ; and [ am sure that 


gation were opposed to the admission of Kansas for merely 
selfish or personal motives; nor was anything said, in said 
conversation, about any meeting or conterence of the Lili- 
nois delegation upon the subject, or any action having been 
taken by them. Affiant was at the room of said Morris 
when said Smith came, and remained there nearly an hour 
after he left, and was participating in the conversation, and 
heard all that was said while Governor Smith remained. 
THOMAS SMITHERS. 


Strate or Iturnors, McDonoven cornry, ss: 


This day personally came before me, the undersigned 
clerk of the cireuit court of said county, the above named 
Thomas Smithers, who made oath before me that the fore- 
going statement, by him subscribed, was true, to the best 
of his knowledge and belief. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and 


id court, this 5th day of April, 1858. 
aonb aera ak HEAD, Clerk. 


art of the editorial that I cared anything about | 


states in that editorial—and that was one — 

al- | 
houn indicate, when he heard he was making the | 
_ charge that his course in Kansas was based upon | 
an article which had appeared in the Times, to | 
what article he referred; and Calhoun responded | 
that he referred to the article quoted there, which | 
| isidentically the same article which my colleague | 


vate room. When this matter was before the | 


| in Virgima, and who had come on here for the purpose of | 


I desire that | 
old soldier to speak for himself as to what was | 
| ask that the affidavit | 


It embodies his own recollections of | 


doth depose and say, that he was at Washington city dur- | 


|| had a conference, and determined or agreed that the only | 
uibble plainly, without disguise, explicitly, broadly, and | 
’ _ 


|| ted States Senate was by opposing the admission of Kansas | 
\| under the Lecompton constitution,’? were made by said | 


sisted, in the strongest terms, that said constitution was a || 


ae May 31, 
Pending the reading of the affidavit, the tj 
for debate having expired, the hammer fell, - 

Mr. MORRIS, of lilinois. I would like to haye 
‘five minutes more. I would like to have time in 
| which the Clerk might finish reading the papers 
|| L have sent to his desk. 
|, Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. I wish to act jp 

perfect fairness. I will i to the gentleman 
that he may go on with his remarks, for five o; 
|, ten minutes. I hope the discussion will be soon 
brought to a close, and that the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I desire to say that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. J. Guancy 
Jones] has treated me with great courtesy, and [ 
| thank him for his kindness. I ask that the aff. 

davit be read through. 
The Clerk finished the reading of the paper, 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. . | send another pa- 
per to the Clerk to be read. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


The undersigned citizens of McDonough county, Lllinois 
do state that they have known ‘lhomas Smithers, whose 
petition to the Congress of the United States is hereto an- 
nexed, for more than twenty years; that they know him to 
be an honest, upright, honorable old man, whose veracity 
cannot be impeached ; and that they have read the forego. 
ing petition, and firmly belicve the facts set forth thereiy 
are true. 

George A. Taylor, 
Isaac Grantham, 
Thompson Chandler, 
J.P. M. Buchanan, 
John M. Crabb, 
James D. Walker, 
Thomas Adeock, 
T. B. B. Maury, 
G. 5. Farwell, 

C. A. Lainson, 

J. fi. Wilson, 

D. Laieson, 

W. T. Head, 

J. L. Turgaun, 
Charles Chander, 


J. H. Baker, 


Charles Hays, 

J. W. Westfall, 
Hugh Kinkade, 
William 8. Hail, 
R. Naylor, 

8S. G. Canon, 
Join O. C. Wilson, 
W. H. Franklin, 
B. 'T. Naylor, 

J. W. Maury, 

J. C. Roberts, 

J. L. N. Hall, 

F. G. Cary, 
William 3. Bailey, 
William W. Bailey, 
J. E. Wyne, 

J. D. Walker, 
Thomas Pickett, 
Loven Garrett, 
Thomas Beard, 
C. W. Wyne, 

J. E. Jackson, 

J. Nankivill, 

L. A. Haunt, 


J. W. Atkinson, 
Daniel Clarke, 
John Wiley, 
James Henderson, 
John 8. Anderson, 
J. H. Atkinson, 
Benjamin Vail, 
B. Broaddus, 
G. W. Smith. 


Macoms, January 1, 1855. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. That paper was 
sent here under the charge of Colonel! Richardson, 
at the time when Mr. Smithers made his applica- 
| tion fora pension. He was here himself, as he 
| states in his affidavit, during the month of De- 

cember last; was before the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions, and told his own story, and exhibited 

to them honorable scars and wounds received in 

the battles of his country. It is gratifying to me 
to be able to say that that committee were unan- 
imous in reporting a bill for his relief, and that it 
has since passed both Houses of Congress, and 
become the law of the land, placing his name upon 

the pension roll of the Government. He is a 

highly intelligent and honorable gentleman, and 

stands as fair as any man in the country for truth 

and veracity; but I have no particular comments 
|| to make in reference to his affidavit. It speaks 
| for itself. The people will judge of it; and they 
will judge, too, of this renewed attack of the mem- 
| ber from Virginia [Mr. Smiru] upon the Senator 

from Illinois. 

It was not my purpose toindulge in crimination 
or recrimination on this or any other subject; but 
as the member from Virginia has undertaken to as- 
sail the Democracy of Bingia. ae to read outof 
the party Governor Wise, of Virginia, and many 
|| other prominent gentlemen, I must say a word or 
|| twoin regard to him. I could go into the political 
'| history of the gentleman from Virginia, and show 
fully his affiliation with Know Nothingism. Ih- 
desk the evidence of that is to be found on the 
|| public records of the country. What was the 
|| character of his speech delivered in this Hall a few 
|| days ago against the admission of,Minnesota but 

a violent Know Nothing speech? He objected to 

her admission, because her constitution permitted 

aliens to vote after a certain residence; for there 
|| was no other objection to it, and none other was 
| assigned. It was, I repeat, a purely Know Noth- 
j 





ing speech. Besides, a gentleman of his district, 
whose name I will be happy to furnish him, if 


| he desires it, has offered me any amount of testi- 


mony to prove the gentleman’s Know Nothing 
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proclivities. 8 
did not ask it) some evidence on that point. 


He has sent to me wrunieny (I 
ere 


is a Know Nothing ticket, a true-blue ticket, in 
which the gentleman’s name is printed as the 
Know Nothing candidate for Congress. It is 
headed the ‘American ticket.”? Here it is in full: | 


THE AMERICAN TICKET. 


For Governor. 
THOMAS STANHOPE FLOURNOY, 
of Halifax county. 


For Lieutenant Governor. 
JAMES M. H. BEALE, | 
of Mason county. 


For Attorney-General. | 
JOHN M. PATTON, 
of Richinond city. 


| 
For Commissioner of Board of Public Works. | 
RICHARD G. MORRISS, 
of Richmond city. 
For Congress. 
WILLIAM SMITH, 
of Fauquier county. | 
| 
| 


For State Senate. 


For House of Delegates. 


I hold here, too, a Know Nothing paper, pub- | 
lished in the gentleman’s district, in which it is | 
contended that the gentleman was elected by the 
Know Nothings. Let me add that I have also | 
been informed by a distinguished Democrat of | 
the gentleman’s district that a young man who is | 
in the custom-house at Alexandria, and whom the 


member tried to have removed from office, filed 


in the Treasury Department certain charges of a || 


grave political character against him, and the 
member agreed, if he would withdraw them, that 
he would withdraw his demand for his removal. 
He was glad to play *‘ quits” with him. I know 
nothing of my own knowledge of the truth of 


this matter; but the member can have the name | 
of my informant if he desires it. He will find | 


him responsible for what he says. 
But, in addition to all this, Lcan take the speeches 
the gentleman has made in this Hall, at this and 


at previous sessions, and prove Know Nothing- | 


ism upon him beyond all controversy. He may 


say that he isnot a member of any lodge, and has | 


not taken their oaths, but if he eats soup out of 
the same bowl with them, he is with them in 
spirit and’ in fact. It may be that he is like the 
wolf that watches round the flock, and wishes 
to get the booty without being caught. 


have read the Know-Nothing ticket on which the 
gentleman ran for Congress. The gentleman can 
decide whether the ticket is genuine or not. [H 


is upon it for Congress, and how came it there if 
there was no community of interest or fellow- 
feeling? 

[The committee here informally rose, and a 
message in writing was received from the Presi- 
dent of the Unite 
Henry, his Private Secretary, when the commit- 
tee resumed its session. ] ‘ 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Now, if he goes 


outside the Democratic organization; if he refuses | 


to support the Democratic nominees, as he did 
refuse to support Governor Wise, what right has 
he to come into this Hall and talk about reading 
men out of the Democratic party? It is not mod- 
est in him, to say the least. The gentleman has 
brought this controversy upon himself. I might 
add additional proofs. 1 


public, being used in that way, when it was a 
rivate one, but I will not read it. 1 said, Mr. 
hairman, that I would not trespass upon the 


pauianes of the committee by entering into any | 


engthy controversy. I have set myself right, 
and put the member from Virginia in a position 


from which he cannot escape; and I will not | 


trouble the committee further, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the commit- 
tee to allow me ten minutes to reply. 

Mr. ADRAIN. 
already had his hour. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. But new matters 
have been brought up now. I hope the commit- 
tee will not deny me ten minutes. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Having given way 
ten minutes for the gentleman from Illinois, it is no 


He was | 
elected to this House by Know-Nothing votes. I || 


ere | 
Mr. Morats held out the ticket to Mr. Smiru, but || 
he refused to take it,] He will see that his name || 


States, by James BucHawnan | 


ave a publication of | 
the member’s in which he complains of a certain | 
Know Nothing letter which found its way to the | 


I object. The gentleman has | 


more than right that I should yield alike amount 


of time to the gentleman from Virginia. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The gentleman from 





| 


—_—— 


osho agency, between the rates as fixed previous 
to the act of 3d March, 1857, and the rate au- 
thorized by said act from the 3d March, 1857, to 


| Virginia has occupied an hour, while | have only || the 30th June, 1858, $3,991 68. 


|| occupied fifteen minutes of the time of this com- 


| mittee; and now I will not permit him to have the 
last word. 


The bill was read by clauses for amendment. 
Mr. LANE. I move to smend by striking out, 


I am more than willing he should || in the thirteenth line, “* $264,000,’’ and inserting 


speak, if an opportunity is given me to reply. I |; in lieu thereof ‘*$362,349 09;’’ so as to make the 


offered to yield the floor to him when I was speak- 
ing, but he declined; seeking for some advantage. 
| Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I do not propose 
myself, to occupy but a smail part of my hour, 
; and as [ have yielded ten minutes to the gentle- 
| man from I}inois, I am willing to yield ten min- 
| utes more to the gentleman from Virginia, with 
the understanding that I will not again give way. 

Mr. GROW. I object for this reason. The 
gentleman from Virginia has already occupied an 
hour, and I think we had better go on with the 
public business. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I understand that 
no one objects. Surely no one will object. 

Mr. GROW. | am appealed to by my friends 
all around me, to withdraw my objection. I will 
state that my object in moving that the committee 
rise, was to stop this debate. I will, however, 
withdraw my objection, if the committee want 





|| this debate go on. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I object, unless the gentleman | 


from Illinois shall have the same length of time | . 
|| Means will see the necessity of having my 


to reply. 

Mr. HALL. Then I object altogether. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Then I will go on 
with what I have to say. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia.’ I will make one 
more appeal to the committee. 
me permission, I will take five minutes. 

r. STANTON. The gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia has occupied one hour already. 


| we had better go on with the public 





|| here at all, and I object. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
|| very few words in explanation of this bill. It is 
a bill to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 





If they will give | 





| 








1 


friendly relations with the Indian tri 
tory, or so much thereof as may be necessary for ex 
ture during the year ending 30th June, 1858, $362 09. 


| clause read: 


For restoring and maintaining, by peaceable measures, 

in Oregon Terri- 
ndi- 
I find, by looking over the estimates, that this 
item has been cut down from the sum I propose 
to restore, to that which I move to strike out. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The gentleman 
will find that the sum estimated for was $264,000, 
and that is the amount reported by the commit- 
tee. 
Mr. LANE. If the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will look at the estimates, he will find that 
the committee made a mistake, and that the whole 
amount estimated for is that which I propose to 
insert. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I think the gentle- 
man from Oregon is referring to estimates of the 
Indian agent, not to those of the Department. 

Mr. LANE. No; I am right, and certainly 
the chairman ef the Committee of Ways and 


|| amendment adopted. 


| 


| 


| 


If he has || 
the floor now, he will, | am sure, say something || 
| that some gentleman will want to reply to. [think || 
eee. [|| 

do not think this matter should have been brought || 
|| lowing clause: . 


iT 
I wish to say a || 


Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. This item to which 
the gentleman refers me is an additional matter 
which the committee thought might be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. LANE. Will the gentleman permit me to 
explain? 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

The question was then taken; and Mr. Lanr’s 
amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the fol- 


‘* For restoring and maintaining, by peaceable measures, 
friendly relations with the Indian tribes in Oregon Territory, 


| Or so much thereof as may be necessary for expenditure 


| for the current and contingent expenses of the || 


| Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
_ending June 30, 1858. 
The first clause makes an appropriation for re- 
storing and maintaining, by peaceable measures, 


Territory, during the 
1858. 

This is the same provision which is contained 
in the regular bill for the other Territories. 


| 
\ 
i} 
' 


during the year ending 30th of June, 1858, $264,000.” 
We have heard much complaint, Mr. Chair- 


|| man, aboutthe Treasury being depleted, and about 
| the want of money, and about the very great ap- 
| prehensions which existed at headquarters, that 


} 
j 


| expenditure during the year ending 30th of June, || 


|| 1858. 


|| of Overton Love and John Guess Chullasasos, for 
| the value of property forcibly taken from them by 
| citizens of Texas. 
The fourth clause is for payment to such Cher- 
|| okees as were omitted in the census taken by D. 
|| W. Siler, but who were included and paid under 
|| the act of July, 1848, the same per capita allow- 
| ance that was paid the other Indians under that 
1 distribution, provided the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall be satisfied they ought to be included 
in said per capita distribution. : 
The fifth clause is for contingencies of the Indian 
department, or so much thereof as may be re- 
ae for expenditure during the year ending 
une 30, 1858. 


W. Stedham,a Creek Indian, for property stolen 
|| from him and injured by a citizen of the United 
States, $125. That is under the intercourse act. 
The eighth is, for general incidental expenses 
of the Indian service in the Territory of Wash- 
ington, or so much thereof as may be required 
during the year ending June 30, 1858, $16,000. 
The ninth and last is, for the Senecas, of New 
|| York, for interest, in lieu of investment, on 
|| $75,000, at five per centum, per act of 27th June, 
|| 1846, $3,000; and for paymeat of the difference in 
|| salaries of the agents for the Sioux and Seminole 
| Indians, for the Omaha agency, for the Kickapoo 
| agency, for the Kansas agency, and for the Ne- 








The seventh clause is, for indemnity to ‘George | 


|| some. explanation; and when t 
The third clause is for the payment of the claim | 


| 
} 


| 
| 








| 


the Government could not possibly be carried on 


|| in the present depressed condition of the com- 
friendly relations with the Indian tribes in Oregon | 


year ending 30th of June, | 


merce of the country. Now, sir, there is nota 
solitary item given for this aggregate of $264,000; 
and I want to ask the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means to give me one solitary item 


| going to make up that amount; whether it is to 
The second clause is for the general incidental || 
expenses of the Indian service in the Territory of |) 
| Utah, or so much thereofas may be required for || 


go for clothing the Indians, or for food, or for 
carrying out treaty stipulations, or for any other 
purpose. I say it is an outrage to come here and 
demand this enormous sresinnaees without 

e gentleman, or 
those whom he represents, talk to the country 
about economy, | arraign them and ask them to 


| act like intelligent, sensible men, when they call 


upon the people of the country to contribute, in 


| the shape of taxation, this amount of money for 


indefinite purposes. 

W henever appropriations are called for for reg- 
ular purposes, the rules are either interposed, un- 
necessarily, to cut them off, or the powers that be 
are brought to work to crush out and interrupt 
the healthy legislation of the country, and to hold 
laws, already existing, in subserviency to their 
will and dictation. If money has got to be paid, 
I shall object to anything unless the objects are 


|| distinetly specified, and unless we have the items, 


and the reasons making appropriations for them 
necessary. I will oppose this system of voting 
money blindly, without baving even the question 
discussed. I object to the plan of one gentleman 
having always the floor at pleasure, by the con- 
sent of the occupant of the chair, whoever he ma 
be. For these reasons,I hope the House will 
take the business in charge, and not submit to 
dictation from any quarter. 

Mr. J. GLAN ¥ JONES. I have buta very 
few words to say in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia. In the first place, my friend from Ore- 
gon moves te increase the sum $98,000, and I am 
aohane to object to that, because we have not as 
much money as we want to spend, admitting that 
it could be well expended, and now the gentleman 
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from Georgia wants to strike out what is left in 
the bill. IT have simply to say that this policy 
lias been inaugurated for some years, and I will 
send to the Clerk’s desk what the Secretary says 
about it, and if the gentleman from Georgia will 
take the trouble, he will find all the items in de- 
tail. 

Mr. SEWARD. I not only want the items, 
but | want the law on which they are predicated. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. It was not sup- 
posed that the items would be very interesting in 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 


but if gentlemen wish to have them, it will give 
me great pleasure to produce them. 

M:. SEWARD. 
but for the law. . 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Lask that the Clerk | 


will read what the Secretary says. I have simply 
to remark in addition, that this policy has been 
adopted, and that this amount will be required to 
carry it on, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

** As explanatory of the propriety and necessity of esti- 


mating for this sum to supply the deficiencies of the Indian 
service in Oregon, reference is made to copies of letters re- 


ceived from Superintendent Nesmith, numbered from | to || 


3, herewith, with copies of accompanying estimates made 
by the superintendent for funds required for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1858; also, to copies of letters from the 
same, treating, at length, the subject of the policy pursued 
in managing Indian affairs in Oregon, the wants of the ser- 
vice, and the inadequacy of the means provided therefor, 
numbered from 4 to 6; and to copies of letters addressed 
from this office to the superintendent, showing the action 
thereof in connection with the contro] and direction of the 
appropriations madé by Congress at its last session, and 
the remittances made therefrom for the Indian service 
in this Territory, numbered from 7 to 14. From the esti- 
mates made by the superintendent for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1858, excIusive of treaty stipulations, which 
amount, in the aggregate, to $910,918 95, taken in connec- 
tion with the remittances made for the same period, and 
for the same general objects, amounting, altogether, to 
$516,431 07, it would seem that the actual deficiency for 
this service would be greater than now asked for; but, in- 
asmuch as the superintendent has stated that the remit- 
tances for the Indian service in Washington Territory will 
suffice therefor to the close of the year ending June 30, 1858, 
the amount asked for is deemed sufficient to meet the defi- 
ciencies in Oregon, and is the same as the amount appro- 

riated for like purposes and objects by the act of March 3, 

857, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1857.” 


Mr. SEWARD. 


I have no desire to embarrass 


the business of the committee, and will withdraw | 


my amendment. 
r. UNDERWOOD. 
the following clause: 
** For the general incidental expenses of the Indian ser- 
vice in the Territory of Utah, or so much thereof as may 


be required for expenditure during the year ending 30th 
June, 1858, $56,599 31.” 


I move to strike out 


I make the motion, for the reason that but a | 
few moments ago we passed an appropriation bill | 


for the Indian service of the Government, which 
contained this clause: 

“‘ For the general incidental expenses of the Indian ser- 
vice in the Territory of Utah, presents of goods, agricultural 
implements, and other useful articles, including traveling 
expenses of the superintendent, agents, and clerk hire, 
$55,000." 

Now, if gentlemen will look at those two clauses, 
they will observe that they are almost word for 
word the same, except that that which we have 


already passed upon makes specifications which || 


ought alweys to be made in all these appropria- 
tion bills. But in this clause, which we are now 
called upon to pass, there is no specification at 
all, but an appropriation for a general purpose, 
undefined wad valimined. : a 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The clause in the 
other bill was for the next fiscal year; this is for 
a deficiency for the current year. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the remarkable. 
fact is presented that the deficiency in the past 
appropriation is more than a thousand dollars 
greater than the original appropriation for the 
next fiscal year. Theappropriation in the first 
bill was 000, and this is a deficiency amount- 
ing to $56,593, being $1,593 more than the total 
appropriation for the next ensuing fiscal year. Sir, 

can give no sanction of mine to any legislation 


‘of that character. I move, therefore, that the 
clause be stricken out. 


. The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. REAGAN. 1 move to strike out the fol- 
lowing’ clause: 


“ For payment of the claim of Overton Love and John 


Guess. asaws, for the value of forcibly taken 
trom them by citixeus of Texas, @3,700." 


‘I desire to call the attention of the committee 


ask not only for the items | 
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to that item. Itisa small one, it is true; but I |) 


_ wish the committee to know what we are appro- |) 
priating money for. I find in the estimates this || 
recommendation: || 

** Por the payment of the claim of Overton Love and John | | 
Guess, Chickasaws, for the value of property ‘orcibly taken | 
from them.by citizens of Texas, $3,700.”’ 


I find the following note appended to that rec- 
|| ommendation: 
t * A copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Af | | 
fairs, dated June 26, 1857, addressed to D. H. Cooper, agent, | | 
&c.. marked 1, herewith, will show the character of this || 
claim, and also the promise of the Commissioner to render 
an estimate therefor.”’ 
I now wish to call the attention of the commit- || 
tee to the letter which is the authority, and the 
only authority, for this appropriation. I read the 
letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Orrice InpIan Arrairs, June 26, 1857. 
| Srr: Your letter of the 27th ultimo, calling my attention 
to the claim of Overton Love and John Guess, Chickasaws, 
| for the value of seven negro slaves forcibly taken out of 
their possession in 1847, and carried off by certain citizens | | 
|| of Texas, has been received. 
I have very carefully examined and considered the case, | | 
| and am of opinion that, under the treaties and laws, they 

should be paid the value of the same by the United States. 
I have taken the valuation placed upon them by David 


Wall, a disinterested witness, together with the comments 
| of late Agent Smith, to be nearer their true value than that 
placed upon them by the other witnesses. As there are 
no funds at the disposal of this office applicable to the pay- 
| ment, [ shall send in an estimate for the amount assessed 
by Wall, to Congress, at its next session, and ask that an 
—— may be made. 

/ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
J. W. DENVER, Commissioner. 
Dove.as H. Cooper, Esq., Agent, §c., present. | 





Now, sir, we have a letter from one Indian || 
agent to another Indian agent, and upon this is || 
founded the opinion of Commissioner Denver that 
this claim of $3,700 ought to be paid to certain 
Indians named. There is not a particle of proof; 
not one fact; nothing upon which the judgment of 
any living man can be passed. We are to take 
| on credit the opinion of the Commissioner of In- 
| dian Affairs of the law and facts of the case, with- 
| out disclosing the law under which he adjudges 
the case, or the facts upon which he renders his 
decision. I take it that that is too loose a way to 
appropriate the money of the Government; and if || 
| no better foundation can be shown for this propo- 
| sition, I trust the committee will strike it out, 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I state upon in- 
' formation which I believe to be authentic, thatthis 
| is due under the intercourseact. The gentleman 
will not, I presume, question the liability of the 
Government to pay for property taken or de- 
stroyed under the intercourse act. 

r. REAGAN. Ido not question the liability 
|| of the Government to pay, under the intercourse 
|; act. But what I object to is, that this item is 
here inserted in an appropriation bill, without 
any evidence of the facts upon which the claim is 
founded. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. The only reply that 
I have to make to that is, that the Debtatinnnt 
have received the evidence, and I have no doubt 
| they have carefully examined it. The evidence 
|| has satisfied them of the justice of the claim, and 











| they have therefore recommended the appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania will allow me, [ will read what the Com- 
_missioner says. Here is the letter: 





DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice Inpian Arrairs, June 26, 1857. 
Sir: Your letter of the 27th ultimo, calling my attention 
to the claim of Overton Love and John Guess, Chick- 
asaws, for the value of seven negro slaves forcibly taken 
out of their possession in 1847, and carried off by certain 
citizens of Texas, has been received. 

I have very carefully examined and considered the case, 
| and am of opinion that, under the treaties and laws, they 
| sheuld be paid the value of the same by the United States. 
I have taken the valuation placed upon them by David Wall, 
| a disinterested witness, together with the comments of 
| late Agent Smith, to be nearer their true value than that 
placed upon them by the other witnesses. As there are no 
| funds at the disposal of this office applicable tothe payment, 
I shail send in an estimate for the amount assessed by Wall, 

to Congress, at its next session, and ask that an appropri- 
ation may be made. a 
ery respectfully, your obedient servan ¢ 
| 7 "J. W. DENVER, Pisminaietaiiens 
Dovetas H. Coorer, Esq., Agent, §c., present. 


| Mr. REAGAN. One word right here. I say 
| there is no evidence before us of the information 
upon which the Department arrived at its conclu- 
‘sions. We want the testimony of witnesses ex- 


| 
| 





| 
| 
| 


_ must be satisfied in relation to, before it takes an 
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amined under oath ——> the right to the prop- 


erty, and the value of the property. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have referred the gentle. 
man to the letter of the Commissioner. 

Mr. REAGAN. That is as to the value of the 
perme, but not one word is said about the right 
to the property. 

Mr. LEFCHER. Why, sir, the right to the 
property is the first thing that the Department 


steps in relation to ascertaining the value. r 

Mr. KELSEY. I wish to ask if this is not 
precisely within the class of cases of persons who 
come here, from session to session, to prosecute 
their own private claims? I do not understand 


— the claims of these individuals should be sip. 
| gle 


out and placed in an appropriation bill, 


Mr. LETCHER. I understand that this case 


_ was satisfactorily made out. It is for a violation 
of the intercourse act. 


The Department had al! 
the evidence before them, and became satisfied 
that these were just and honest claims, and ought 
to be satisfied by Congress. 

Mr. STANTON. © I could not hear the letter 
read by the gentleman from Texas. I ask him to 
send it up and have it read, so that we may see 
upon what this claim is founded, 

Mr. REAGAN. I will send it up. 

The Clerk read the letter again. 


Mr. STANTON. Now I want to know from 
the gentleman from Virginia, under what inter- 


| course law the Government of the United States 


is bound to pay for slaves taken from Indians? 
Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I will answer the 

gentleman. It is the intercourse act of 1833, 

which provides that where a white man steals 


_the property of an Indian, remuneration shall 
| be made; and vice versa, where Indians, receiving 
/ annuities of the Government, despoil white men 
| of their property, the value of that property shall 


be taken from the next annuity of the Indians. 
Mr. STANTON. I understand the whole 


| case; and it furnishes two or three good reasons 


why this provision should be stricken out. In 
the first place, I do not recognize the obligation 


_ of the United States to pay for slaves when they 
_are only described by the general term, ‘* prop- 


erty.’’ Ido not believe that, ex vi termini, slaves 


| are recognized in the general term ‘* property.” 


And again, if the United States are bound to pay 
for this property which has been taken away, 


_ these are claims which should go on the Private 
Calendar and take their chances with the others: 
unless there is some reason for the adoption of 


this clause in the bill other than what has been 
presented, I think the provision should be stricken 
out. 

The amendment of Mr. Reagan to strike out 


| the clause was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the ap- 
propriation in the following clause of the bill: 

« Forcontingencies of the Indian department, or so much 
thereof as may be required for expenditure during the year 
ending June 30, 1858, $25,000.”? 

Mr. Chairman, J find in this bill an aggregate 
of some $375,560, made up mostly of indefinite 
appropriations in the shape of contingencies. In 
spite of the doctrines of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that specific appropriations should 
be made for specific items of expenditure, here is 
an appropriation made on the policy which su- 

erintendents of Indian affairs and Indian agents 

ave sought to indoctrinate upon the Adminis- 
tration—an appropriation which is notin accord- 
ance with law, but to furnish employment for 
speculators. And yet, strange to say, when the 
Administration, in carrying out their economical 
policy, when Congress has made appropriations 
for the construction of important works they are 
stopped, and the commerce of the country is stran- 
gled, at the same time the Administration adopts 
the most outrageous, ruinous policy, indicated at 
the suggestion of men in power; and this House 
of Representatives is called upon to vote the 
money, in obedience to the behests of these De- 
partments, which, in my opinion, are doing more 
to embarrass the Treasury, to strike down the 
public credit, and destroy public confidence, than 
any other cause. Two hundred and seventy 
thousand five hundred dollars for incidental ex- 
penses in one bill, and $375,000 in another for the 
same purpose. The estimates are made out, I 
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suppose, by some officer of the Department sent 
here, indorsed by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior, and then 


communicated to this House. Itseems almost a | 


vain effort to resist such appropriations; and [ 


make these statements now, because I intend | 


that the country shall know the cause of the ex- 
enditures of the public money. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I oppose the amend - 
ment. I admire the spirit of my friend from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp,] and I am sorry that it 
is not within my power to redress the grievances 
of which he complains. 

Mr. SEWARD. | am not entitled to the gen- 
tleman’s sympathies, and do not claim them. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I wish to correct | 


one statement that he made. He says that we | 
tuke the statements of Indian agents. The esti- | 
mates are sent here from the Secretary of the In- | 
terior, and reduced to as low a pant as they can 
be put without injury to the public service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Georgia was to strike | 
out $25,000.’ I move. to amend by inserting 
+6 894,500.” BE aot 

The gentleman from Georgia is mistaken when 
he states that this is an appropriation made upon 


reports of Indian agents to the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs. It is for contingencies of the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| Mr. LETCHER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding $250. 
My friend from Georgia has undertaken to read 


j 
| 
| 
| 


cation of public money, and about the preparation 
of estimates to operate upon the House. If the 
gentleman had taken the trouble to look at what 


LOBE, 


a 


a lecture to the Departments about the misappli- | 
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| Mr. GREENWOOD. There are only twelve 
|| or fourteen regular clerks in that department. 

| Mr. SEWARD. Well, there ought to be no 
| such department. But that is not my posi‘ion, I 
|| say that a public officer, in the exercise of his dis- 
|| cretion, who does such a thing, becomes almost 
|| as obnoxious to the charge of corruption as if he 


the War Department has sent here, he would || 
have seen the precise reason for this expenditure || 
of $25,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want the law for it. 

Mr. LETCHER. The law is this: that you, | 
in all probability, in connection with others, in | 
the last Congress, passed an order here demand- | 
ing from the Department this information. It || 
will be recollected that a mass of correspondence | 
came here, weighing some fifteen ented ounds, | 
and that it took two stout men to place \nandlles 
of itupon the Speaker’s table. It was for the | 
| copying of that correspondence, which occupied | 
| nine months, that the money is asked. | 

Mr. SEWARD. The gentleman from Virginia | 
is always candid. Does he tell me that this is a 
contingency in the Indian department, and falls 


i] 
} 

1} 

| 


|| with the charge? 


| Mr. LETCHER. Yes, sir, it is; and I am | 
| 
| 


| only astonished that my friend from Georgia does 
| not know it. The estimate is: 
*« For contingenciesin the Indian department, or so much 


thereof as may be required for expenditure during the year | 
June 30, 1858, $25,000. This estimate is made to meet and 


Indian department, which arose in this way: || supply the deficiency in this appropriation, arising from the 


during the last Congress a resolution was intro- | 


duced calling upon the Secretary of the Interior 
to furnish all the correspondenee which had ta- 
ken place on Indian affairs in the Territories of 
Washington and Oregon. It will be recollected 


that we received a message from the President of || 


the United States in answer to that resolution. I 
believe that there was some two or three cubic 
feet of manuscript sent here containing that in- 
formation. A proposition was made to print it, 
but was negatived. Several clerks have been 
employed during the last year and since the adop- 
tion of that resolution, in order to comply with 
the request of the House. The resolution was 
introduced by a gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Sage,) not nowa member. The amount of this 
appropriation is what was necessary to pay for 
extra clerk hire in answering this call of the 
House for information, as weil as others. The 
regular force of the office was insufficient to an- 
swer the call, as well as the regular duties de- 
volving on them. 


Mr. SEWARD. We hear a great deal said 
about incidents and contingencies. Now | want 
to know what these are incident to ?—of what are 
they contingencies ? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. If the gentleman 
will yield me the floor I will read. I refrained 
from reading while I was up. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to reading. I know 
that the gentleman can make up items from those 


letters from the Departments. That is what I |) 


object to—that these items are made up. I want 
to know what these appropriations are incident 
to, what they are contingent to, and upon what 
law they are predicated—contingent to what? I 
will tell you what they are contingent to. They 
are contingencies growing out of the reckless ex- 
travagance that is tolerated in some of the Depart- 
ments of Government. They are incidents to 
estimatesand expenditures made for objects with 
out the authority of law. The Depariments in- 
augurate a policy, and send here orders for us to 
sanction it. I am determined, as far as I can, to 
break up this matter. I say that unless we are 
resolute in holding the Executive Departments 
down to the execution of the law, the Treasury 
will be subject to their entire control. 

Here, Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means exercises a predomi- 
nating influence over the judgment of this House 


by reason of the importance attaching to the or- | 
ganization of that committee. I do not look upon | 
the recommendation of the Committee of Ways | 


and Means, or of any other committee, as conclu- 
sive upon my judgment, oa when that rec- 
ommendation is more or less dictated from the 
other end of the avenue, and by those in the De- 
rtments, who are not careful in obeying the be- 
ests of the law, and who, indeed, are too often 
prone to set themselves above the act of Con- 
gress. : 


extraordinary demands thereon in the employment of addi- | 
tional clerical foree consequent upon answering sundry 
| ealls for reports by Congress, and which are still in progress 
of execution, and for the performance of which the regular | 
force of this office was and is inadequate.”’ 
|| Mr.SEWARD. is that a contingency ? 
|| Mr. LETCHER. I say it isa contingency. 
| Will the gentleman tell me who could have fore- | 
! seen the order of this House that would have re- 
|| 


quired one thousand five hundred pounds of paper | 

to be written over? If that is not a contingency 

I would like to know what is. Is it not some- | 
| thing which could not be foreseen? I think it 
|| would puzzle God Almighty himself, although it | 
|| is said that His foreknowledge extends to every- 
|| thing—to know of some things which this House 
|| have done and will have done before the close of 
|, the session. There isa case where the House goes 
|} on and makes an order, without knowing what | 
|| itisordering. The Departmentis called upon to | 
|| answer; and when it does answer, the House will || 
| not order the information to be printed, soabsolute- | | 
\| ly worthless is it; and when money is asked for 
|| this expenditure, the gentleman from Georgia ob- | 
|| jects, on the ground thatit is not a deficiency. 
|| “Mr. SEWARD. The gentleman has made out 
|| a very bad case. I voted for no such resolution 
|| of inquiry; and even if I had, I would still hold 
|| that the act of the Secretary was a usurpation of 
| power in creating offices and in employing new 
|| clerks beyond the number of employés authorized 
by law. 

Mr. LETCHER. How was he to answer the 


resolution? 


had acted in defiance of law. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Will the gentleman al- 
low me to read a section of the law? 

Mr. SEWARD. I have but little time; and I 
will admit all that gentlemen say—that discretion 
is vested there. It only makes the matter worse. 
It is an akuse of discretion that ought not to be 
tolerated. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Lertcuer, 

Mr. LETCHER withdrew it. 

The question recurred on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Puetres, of Missouri; and it was agreed 
to. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend by striking 
out the following clause: 

* Forindemnity to George W. Stidham,a Creek Indian, 
for property stolen from bim and injured by a citizen of the 
United States, $125.” F 

I offer the amendment because I think the clause 
is a private claim, and ought not to be contained 
in a general appropriation billatall. It ought to 
be reported to the House in a private bill for the 
relief of the party entitled to it. I beg leave to in- 
quire of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means what property this was which was 
stolen, and how the Government is responsible 
it? 

Mr. LETCHER. I will tell the gentleman. If 
he will look at page 52 of Executive Document 
No. 93, he will find this entry: 

The United States To George W. Stidham, Dr. 
1857.~January 1.—For the value of one mule stolen from 
him by Thomas Burkhead, a white man, who was con- 


victed of the larceny of the same, as per the accompany- 
ing transcript of the record of the United States district 





COUT. occcc core sce covecese 906 s000 66h naeneseetens GOO 

For injury done to one mule, also stolen from him by 
the said Burkhead, 6. .cevectecccccdsctccenerceens 45 
$125 





And this is accompanied by a copy of the rec- 
ord and notice of the conviction to the Depart- 
ment. Then the gentleman will find that the law 


| on the subject is this: 


‘* Where, in the commission, by a white person, of any 
crime, offense, or misdemeanor, within the indian country, 


| the property of any friendly Indian is taken, injured, or de- 


stroyed, and conviction is had for such crime, offense, or 


| misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sentenced to 


pay to such friendly Indian, to whom the property may be- 
long, or whose person may be injured, a sum equal to twice 
the just value of the property so taken, injured, or destroyed. 
And if such offender shall be unable to pay a sum at least 
| equal to the just value or amount, what such payment shall 
fall short of, the same shall be paid out of the Treasury of 
| the United States.” 


Mr. BINGHAM. I have attained my object 


in offermg the amendment, by getting information 
on the subject, and | now withdraw my amend- 





| Mr. SEWARD. He should have answered 
| that he had not the requisite clerical force. | 
| Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Each Department | 
|, of the Government has authority, when its force | 
|| is inadequate, to employ an additional force, tem- | 
|| porarily, for the purpose of answering a call made | 
|| upon it by Congress, or any branch thereof. 

Mr. SEWARD. In the first place, I take issue 

| with the Department about the necessity of em- 
ploying an extraclerical force. Judging from the | 
|| general idleness of the clerks there, I should deem | 

| an extra force unnecessary; but if it was, the head 


ment. 

Mr. GARNETT. I move to strike out the 
following clause: 

*¢ For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in 
the Territory of Washington, or so much thereof as may be 
required during the year ending June 30, 1858, $16,000.”” 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a member of Con- 
gress for two sessions. At the last session, as I 
well recollect, the appropriation bills were passed 
by this House almost without debate, and were 
sent back from the Senate loaded with amendments 
to the amount of millions of dollars. We heard 


of the Department has no such discretion. If his || those amendments redd from the Clerk’s desk, 


clerical force was insufficient to allow.of his carry- 


announced that fact to the House. 


tleman a question for information. 

Mr. SEWARD. Lam seeking for information 
myself. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Does the gentleman 
know the number of clerks employed in the In- 
dian bureau? 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not; but, taken in the 


| ing out the_order of the House, he should have | 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I desire to ask the gen- | 


and, without being, printed or considered, and 
without a separate vote, they were passed upon in 
gross. We are doing business now with a little 
more deliberation, but not much better, Youare 
applied to for deficiencies in the Indian depart- 
ment, amounting to one or two million dollars; 
and we are acting on them under the force of the 
gag law, with but few members understanding 
anything about them; and I say this with all re- 
spect to the members around me. For one, I 
must say that I do not consider such legislation 





aggregate, there are a great many of them. I see 
a great many of them in the streets more fre- 
quently than in the department; and when they 
are in the department, I generally find them sit- 
| ting there smoking cigars. 








creditable to the House or to the country. : 

If this were a bill confined to specific appropri- 
ations, according to the principle inaugurated in 
the administration of Mr. Jefferson, there would 
be rather reason and plausibility in this method 
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of passing it. But what is its character? The | 
very first clause is: 


: e¢ ' 

“ Por restoring and maintaining, by peaceable measures, | 
friendly relations with the Indian tribes in Oregon Territory, 
or 80 much thereof as may be necessary for expenditure | 


ment, and move to strike out “ 16,000” and insert 
** 15,000.”” 

I was not aware that the honorable gentleman 
from Washington was at all concerned in this 
item, and the gentleman from Missouri knew 
very well my remarks were not applied especially 
to this item, but to the general character of the 


during the year ending 30th of June, 1858, $264,000,” 

Does the chairman of the Committee of a 
and Means call that a specific appropriation? The 
next clause is: 


| bill. 
** For the general incidental expenses of the Indian service I was c i h lose of my last 
in the Territory of Utah, or so much ther-of as may be - ommenting, at the ¢ 7 


required for expenditure during the year ending 30th June, speech, on the character of the correspondence of 
1858, $56,599 31. ' Mr. Nesmith, and I was quoting from his letters, 
Does the chairman of the Committee of Ways |; Now, one of the points which we have made 
and Means éall thata specific appropriation? Then || specially here, during this session, and it seems 
come some private claims; and then: to me with great force, is that when Congress ap- 
** For contingencies of the Indian department, or so much | ; propriates particular sums for ns particular Ssevi08 
thereof as may te required for expenditure during the year | !t 18 not proper for the Executive Departments to 
ending June 30, 1858, $25,000.» exceed the appropriation. Well, it seems that 
And then comes the clause which we are now ' Mr. Denver, the ommissioner of Indian Affairs 
considering: had taken the same view, and tried to enforce it 
‘* For general incidental expenses of the Indian service in || 0n the agents in Washington and Oregon. What 
the Territory of Washington, or so much thereof as maybe | does Mr. Nesmith say? He says on page 29: 
required during the year ending June 30, 1858, $16,000.” ||, [tmay be said that I have acted improperly in creating 
Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania call any |, liabilities so far exceeding the remittances, and, for aught 
of these specific appropriations? And is it reason- || ! Know, the charge may be true. 
able to ask us to vote them without explanation ? This agent, after having been told by the De- 
I think, Mr. Chairman, that gentlemen will | partment that he must not exceed the estimates, 
find how these appropriations have grown up to || acknowledges that he ought not to have done so, 
some extent if they look to Document No. 93, | and yet goes on to do it, and accompanies it with 
which my colleague (Mr. Lercuer) has quoted | language of official insubordination. 
from. It consists principally of correspondence Mr. MAYNARD. Has not he been removed ? 
between Mr. Nesmith, the superintendent of In- | Mr. GARNETT. Removed! No, sir. Listen 
dian affairs in Oregon and Washington Territo- || oo a reply of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
ries, and the Commissioner on Indian Affairs; and | to him : s : 
the correspondence is marked by a disrespectful Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. I submit that the 
and almost impertinent tone on the part of the || gentleman ought to confine himself to the subject- 
subordinate. Itseems that this Mr. Nesmith has |; Matter under discussion. E 
been asking a great deal more money than was Mr. GARNETT. I appeal to the House to 
sent to him—a great deal more than Congress ap- | 88y whether, after having put the gag-law upon 
propriated, and a great deal more than the depart- || such a billas this, itis for the Committee of Ways 
ment authorized. And how does he write to the | and Means to prevent its discussion ? 
department when they require him to send them The CHAIRMAN. The rule requires the gen- 
estimates? He tells them in one sentence: tleman to confine his remarks to the amendment. 
“In thus remitting dribbling sums, {amounting to thou- | Mr. GARNETT. | cannot immediately turn 
sands and thousands, } applicable only to particular quarters || to the letter of the Commissioner, but Mr. Mix | 
and none others, you have inadvertently hit upon the most | wrote to this agent almost apologetically, that, 
direct and certain method of embarrassing the different really, in remonstrating against his extrava nee, 
agents in their accounts. he thought he was simply doing his duty. Now, 
Again, he says: these expenditures in Oregon and Washineton 
“T can see no use in wasting time to prepare estimates | have gone beyond all compass and beyond all 
if they are to be disregarded in making remittances.” bounds. I presume that, at the time this war was 
This, mark you, is an agent writing to the de- | commenced, there probably were not more than | 


partment here. Again, sir, he says: fifty thousand men, women, and children in both 


. . ° | 
‘* If yon have not confidence in the officers here, and can Territories; and yet they have incurred a war debt 














trust nothing to either their honesty or discretion, remove something like two hundred dollars apiece all 
aaa Appoint others in whom you can repose confi- round. Mr. Chairman, these Indian wars are too 


| often systems of speculation upon the Government. 
ag ee The gentleman | The war is not upon the Indians, but upon the 
f; Virwin; : oo bill fj Treasury. A class of individuals living upon the 
ictment Senter cree to prefer a general bill of in- | frontier settlements get up these wars; they incur 
dictment against this appropriation a He finds | chemin expenses then expect the far herve toe] 
fault with the whole of it on the single item now ame ; 
under consideration; after permitting ap yropria- Ben, ran acter en thabeere: 
tions to the amount of some two or three hundred | ‘ ton Territ do not cost as much as those P| 
thousand dollars to pass, he makes a point upon On a0 0 ies ites in want the Deenthabene fish. 
an appropriation of Pee aaeouen a = t ing bar that dons the Goveruieeak Ghent one | 
chdonen] <imunnes ap ee 7 cnfo a - ae |! thousand dollars a day to feed the Oregon Indians; | 
me beac he thee? toe | that they are located on a tract of country which 
under the administration of the present Delegate | The ne nati, Euinierie 
from the Territory of Washington, as Governor || eltedneete thie everentens “7 $1 000 a da I 
and ex gfficio Superintendent of Indian affairs in |, wana suggest to my friend from ‘Pennnyiveeia 
the Territory of Washington; and that it was whether, if the Government has to support these | 
When an Indian war raged throughout that Ter- | Indians at this rate, it would not be c eaper to | 
hiety: and when he was compelled to vely ny at bring them to the city of Washington, and board 
his own judgment of the laws of the land, and, if | thew la bee of Os bol mr , 
the parboes af amy to. expend money, thepe let | Mr. STEVENS, of Wachingion. I think, Mr. 
ain om * ee ee Bae ane thet Chairman, that injustice is done by the honor- 
; att hi erritory, he he orate been 19. 98- able gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Garvert] to 
expan ie tale, Soir toe oe the pom superintendent of Indian affairs for 
: : ie: : these two Territories. He is a man of 1 ex- 
eon ot Restilitien and, the preservation Ane ! porients in that country; a man of integrity of 
‘ves and property of the citizens of the Territory. character, and of very superior business qualif- | 
- ny she, the nena eeypyeese rane snenaeees cations. 7} saw much of Colonel Nesmith when 
pe A cara ~ the *. oy ag o | m in | I turned over to him the superintendency of In- 
lations applied ‘the ‘teoney for. iecibamet ies ‘dian affairs in Washington, and I can say that I 
u , - j . . . | 
penses. I will read the explanation of this item: || 9¢¥€t meta public officer in my life who was more 


** On examination of the accounts ot Governor Stevens 





anxious to do his entire duty to the Government. 
and agents unsettied, it is perceived that akbou h in the |, He was anxious to impress economy upon the | 
ante Tetedioen As to aggregate of debits and credits, yet, | Indian service, and I know that he has labored |) 


in the disbursements made by them, they will be creditors || faithfully during his whole term of office, work- | 
on settlement under this general head. and debtors to a cor- 


ine Gupeums Ginter ath ; “or || ing many hours to reduce the expenses of that | 
wilt reaune this ation by emia pica ; service. I visited Salem last August; | went to | | 
cessary transfers on adjustuitnt his office; I saw his instructions to the agents. I 
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oo 
Mr. GARNETT. I now withdraw my amend- 


| 
| 











|| tions to bring down the expenses of that Indian 
service to the very smallest possible amount, 
But here | meet the honorable gentleman from 
Virginia, firmly and squarely, on the charge of 
speculation and extravagance. I tell him that 
there has been no speculation or unnecessary ex. 
penses incurred by these two Territories, either 
in their Indian intercourse or their volunteer ger. 
vices—a service which enabled us to suppress 
these Indian hostilities and check the spread of 
rapine and massacre of our own people. Itiseas 
to make these charges here; but, sir, we, as rep. 
resenting this people, deny these charges, and de. 
mand proof—unequivoeal, positive proof—sworp 
testimony, showing the parties, showing the time, 
and showing the amount. If these things are not 
shown, then the charges will remain entirely un- 
proved, are entitled to no weight, and will have 
no weight with this committee. Sir, we have been 
|| in an extraordinary position in those Territories, 
|| We have been exposed in all portions to attacks 
of Indians; so much exposed that, as I observed 
a few days since, the hele people of Washing. 
|| ton for six months were compelled to live in block- 
houses. The people of Washington and Oregon 
have endured the most severe distresses; and yet, 
in that Indian service they have taken care to pro- 
tect the Indians. That service has been a service 
of beneficence to the Indian tribes of these Terri- 
It has been a service which has dissuaded 
them from war, and has prevented them from 
going to war. Sir, these things ought to be known, 
for they are true of the people of both these Ter. 
ritories, It is due to the Indian agents of these 
Territories that they should be known; for never 
have officers worked in the midst of greater dan- 
gers; labored more assiduously for the Govern- 
ment; resisting clamor; resistin importunity; 
having only the service of the overnment in 
view. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. [am instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to offer three amend- 
ments, as separate clauses to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send 

| Up One at a time. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I move, then, to amend, 
by adding the following: 

For compensation of five extra clerks, employed in the 
office of Indian affairs, $7,000. 

Mr. SEWARD. I want to know whether that 
amendment is in order. If it is, I have no ob- 
jection to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
in order. 

Mr. SEWARD. I am glad the Chair has so 
decided, for I have a very similar amendment 
which I want to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be very 
happy to apply the same rule to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

| Mr.GREENWOOD. Isend up the following 
| communication from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, which will explain the necessity for the 
amendment. 








The Chair considers it 


“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“ Orrice INDIAN AFFaiRs, May 25, 1858. 

* Str : By acts of C of the Sth August, 1854, and 3d 
of March, 1855, and ailer appropriations made thereupon 
from year to year, five extra clerks have been kept in em- 
ployment in this office ; but for whose compensation no 
estimate has been made for the ensuing year. They have 
been employed ata compensation each of $1,400 per an- 
num, and, as their continuance is indispensably necessary, 
I respectfully recommend and request that application be 
made to Congress for an appropriation of the required 
amount, namely, $7,000. 

** Indeed, in view of the greatly increased and more com- 
plitated and difficult character of the duties of the office, 
occasioned by the extension of our relations and intercourse 
to and with many additional and distant tribes, and the 
humerous treaties entered into since 1853, there should be at 
least five more clerks, with salaries of not less than $1,400 
per annum, added tothe permanent force of the office. The 
condition of the business and the interests of the public ser- 
vice require such an addition, which would obviate the ne- 
cessity of these special applications to Congress from year 
to year. A reorganization of the office and a new classifi- 


cation of its business is very much required, but to effect 
this in @ proper and efficient manner, such an increase of 
the number of its clerks is necessary.”? 

Mr. SEWARD. I am opposed to that amend- 
ment. In the first place, we are met by the fif- 
teenth section of the act of 1842, which is brought 
here by way of justifitation for those extraordi- 


May 81, 


have had many of those instructions sent to me 
since I have been here, and I find & constant per. 
severing effort aes through all those instruc. 
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nary expenses. Itis said that, under that act, the | 
Department has a right to employ these extra | 
clerks. That act authorizes the employment of 
clerks during the session of Congress, if neces- 
sary, and during the recess, if the information 
cought to be elicited is to be presented at the suc- 
ceeding session of Congress. 

| do not understand how all these expenses 
have arisen. We have treaties with the Indians 
in the western country, under which we pay them 
annuities of thousandsannually. We have agreed 
to provide them with mechanical tools, to build 
them school-houses, &c.; yet, outside of those 
expenses provided for by law, we are called on 
to pay millions for contingencies. We begin with 
contingencies in the Treasury Department, and | 

oon with contingencies in the War Department, | 
and in the Navy Department, and in the Interior | 
Department. e have contingencies for Indian 
service; contingencies for the Indian department; 
and we have made appropriations for them; but, | 
besides that, we ave asked now to pay, for five | 
extra clerks in this Indian department, the sum | 
of $30,000; who are claimed to have been em- | 
ployed under the fifteenth section of the act of | 


842. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. They have been em- || 
ployed for a considerable length of time. It is || 
recommended that they shall be made permanent. | 

Mr. SEWARD. The law only allows the em- | 
ployment of such clerks during the session of || 
Congress and upon extraordinary occasions. We 
are now called upon, in this time of great econ- 
omy, to ingraft upon the Government this addi- | 
tional source of expense. I do not believe that 
the additional labor is necessary; and I, therefore, | 
hope that the amendment will be rejected. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I offer the following 


amendment: 

For compensation of one clerk in the Indian office, em- 
ployed to enabie the Secretary of the Interior to carry out 
the regulations prescribed to give effect to the seventh sec- 
tion of the act of the 3d of March, 1855, granting bounty 
lands to Indians, $1,40C. 


| 
| 
Mr. Chairman, in explanation of the amend- | 





ment, I will read from the letter of the acting Com- | 
missioner. He says: 


“The regulations prescribed to carry into effect the | 


THE 





minutes in favor of an amendment, and five min- 
utes in opposition to it. 

Mr. SEWARD withdrew his appeal. 

Mr. ‘PHELPS, of Minnesota. offer the fol- | 
lowing amendment: 

For defraying the expenses of the several expeditions 
against Ink pa-du tah’s band, and of the search, ransom, 
and recovery of the female captives taken by the said band 
in 1857, the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, the amount to be ascertained and paid under the 


| direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


I desire to have read certain letters on this sub- 
ject from the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the reading will bedis- 
pensed with, and that the gentleman will state the 
facts briefly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not want to vote against 
a just appropriation; but I would like the gentle- 
man to explain why he proposes to appropriate 

Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota, My amendment 
is to appropriate $20,000, or so much thereof 


| as may be necessary to defray the expenses in- 


curred in the search and ransom and recovery of 
female captives in the several expeditions which 
set out against Ink-pa-du-tah’s band. Every one 
will remember hearing of the atrocities commit- 
ted near Spirit Lake, in the spring of 1857, by this 
band of Indian outlaws and murderers. 
Immediately after the commission of these atro- 


|| cities, expeditions were organized under the di- 
| rection of the Indian agents, and in several parts 


of the country, for the purpose of following Ink- 
pa-du-tah and his teondi Ptates were known 
to be held captives by these marauders. The 
yublic sympathy was jntensely excited in their 
Fehalf, and earnest efforts were at once made for 
their recovery. 

When the attack was made on the settlement 


|| at Spirit Lake, the men were brutally killed and 


the women carried into captivity and subjected 
to outrages worse than death itself. The expedi- 
| tions were got up to rescue these women, and a 
portion of the a was furnished by the In- 


i : 
| dianagent. The Indians, also, were employed for 


|| this purpose, and certain expenses have accrued; 


| how much, I am unable to say. Therefore, my 
amendment is so framed as to leave the amount 





seventh section of the act of 3d March, 1855, granting bounty | 
land, &c., as to its reference to Indian claimants, have also 
caused additional duties, for the discharge of which one 
clerk has been employed and paid heretofore out of the con- 
tingencies of the Indian department ; and the treaty of 1852, 
with the Chickasaws, requiring a settlement to be made 
with them, involving much labor, to which none of the reg- 
ular force of the office could be assigned, it has been neces- 
sary to employ two clerks specially for that purpose, whose 
compensation has likewise been paid from the same fund. 
The continuance of these three clerks is also necessary; and 
as the contingent fund is not adequate for their compensa- 
tion, and other heavy drafts upon it, a further appropria- 
tion of $4,200, for their payment, at the rate of $1,400 per 
annum, should likewise be applied for.’’ 


Mr. SEWARD. 
amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I offer the following | 
amendment, to come in after the one just adopted: 

For compensation of two extra-clerks, employed to carry 
out the treaty with the Chickasaws, in the adjustment of | 
their claims, $2,800. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be recollected that the | 
Government disposed of the Chickasaw lands in 
Mississippi, for the benefit of those Indians. 

The Chickasaws complained of the settlement, 
and by the treaty of 1852, they required a settle- 
ment which involved a vast amount of labor upon 
the Department, for which none of the regular 
force could be assigned. It was necessary to 
employ extra clerks, and this appropriation is 
for compensating them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. I offer this amendment, by 
way of addition: 


And be it further enacted, In order to avoid the expenses 
for extra clerk hire for contingencies in the Indian depart- 


I have no objection to that 


| to be ascertained and adjusted by the Secretary 
| of the Interior. 
| Mr. REAGAN. 
employed in this business, and for what length 
of time? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. 


I have here an 


ment of murderers, and the release of captives, dur- 
ing the Ink-pa-du-tah excitement in Minnesota, 
in 1857. 
Marble, $1,200; and of Miss Gardner, $1,500; and 


of Mrs. Marble and Miss Gardner previous to 
their arrival at St. Paul. There was $100 paid for 
the expenses of three Indians who accompanied 
Miss Gardner to St. Paul; $600 for four horses in 


$250 for goods furnished the Indians sent out; and 
$2,500 for the equipment of a party sent out, and 
which killed four of Ink-pa-du-tah’s band; and 
$2,000 for the pay of one hundred men on the ex- 
pedition for twenty days, at one dollar each per 
day, &c.; in all, $14,335. 

One of the captives, Miss Gardner, was ran- 
somed from the Upper Yanktons, who had pur- 
chased her from the Sioux Indians; but I believe 
that, at this time, the whole of Ink-pa-du-tah’s 
band is exterminated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. By whom was this ran- 
som made, and out of what fund has it beein paid ? 

Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. The ransom 
was made by persons acting under the direction 
of the loca! indian agent and Governor Medary, 
and has been paid in this way: the Indian agent, 











ment, and other Departments of this Government, that the 
fifteenth section of the act of 1842, conferring that authority, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Is that amendment 


in order? It proposes new legislation. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in 
order, 


Mr. SEWARD. 


The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is not debata- 


I appeal from that decision, | 
and desire to ao word on the a peal. 


Mr. Flaudreau, has given his note for a portion, 
Governor Medary has advanced a portion, anda 


| portion of it has been lent by the citizens, who 


now hold the notes of the Governor of the ‘Terri- 
tory, or agent Flandreau, perhaps both. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have noobjection toa proper 
appropriation, but I think the amendment should 
be amended so as to provide—— 

The CHAIRMAN. 
| right to propose an anendment. 


| 
} 
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ble. Debate is only allowed to the extent of five | Mr. REAGAN. : My amendment is: 


How many persons were | 


‘ . . . . | 
| estimate of expenses incurred in the organization 
of parties for the protection of settlers, the punish- | 


There was paid for the ransom of Mrs. | 


$100 for clothing, subsistence, and transportation | 


the equipment of a party sent after Miss Gardner; | 
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Provided, The amount shall be proven to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. My amendment 
proposes that it shall be ascertained, not by a sub- 
ordinate, but by the Secretary of the Interior. It 
is certainly a matter of tittle importance, as it will 
necessarily come under the supervision of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. This is an act 
of humanity, as well as justice, and I hope the 
amendment, as modified, will be adopted. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to amend by adding 
to the amount five dollars. The facts of this case 
being somewhat within my personal eee 
I desire to say one word on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Puetrs.] On 
the 15th of March, 1857, this band of Ink-pa-du- 
tah, numbering some twenty-five or thirty war- 
riors, attacked the settlement at Spirit Lake, in 
Iowa, and massacred fifty-one men, women, and 
children, and carried four women, one a young 
girl, sixteen or seventeen years old, into captivity. 

These captives, with the exception of Mrs. Whit- 
ney, who was killed in crossing the Big Sioux a 
few days after the massacre, suffered for three 
| months the horrors of an Indian captivity, such 
| as have not been known up to that time in our his- 
| tory, since the war of 1812. While it was the duty 
of the Government to protect this frontier and to 
send its troops to retake these captives, the troops 
were ordered from Fort Ridgely, within sixty 
miles of the scene of this massacre, and from Fort 
Snelling, within one hundred and twenty miles, 
| to Kansas, to protect the constitutional conven- 
| tion, which sat there during the summer, against 
| the indignation of an outraged people, and this 
| frontier was left with but thirty soldiers at Fort 
| Ridgely; and the women who were carried into 
| captivity had to be rescued by the settlers who 
assembled and took steps to ransom them. Mrs. 
| Marble was bought by a friendly Indian, and 
brought back to the white settlements, Miss Gard- 
ner was purchased from the Yanktons who had 
purchased her from Ink-pa-du-tah’s company. 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, itis due to these men who 
| have thus protected the frontier, and ransomed 
| from the savages American citizens who had been 
| carried into captivity, and whom it was the duty 
of the Government to have protected—it is due 
to them that this amount should be paid. It is 
doubly the duty of the Government when it has 
a military force stationed on the frontier for its 
| protection, if they withdraw that force from the 
scene of such disasters as that at Spirit Lake, and 
send them to a distant«part of the Confederacy 
for any purpose, to ind@mnify the citizens whose 
homes have been destroyed, and whose families 
have been carried into Indian captivity by reason 
of the negligence of the Government, for the ran- 
som that they have paid for the captives. These 
persons were in captivity for three months, and 
had been carried off before this order was given 
_ to remove the troops, and the Government never 
| raised its arm to bring them back, orto shield the 
ettle ments on the frontier of Minnesota. Under 
| these circumstances, the Indian agent, by the ad- 
vice of the Governors of ‘Minnesota and lowa, 
|| hired these Indians to go and ransom the captives 
and bring them back. Two of the captives had 
| been murdered by the Indians, but the other two 
| were brought back, and this appropriation is to 
| refund the money advanced to pay the ransoms. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understand 
|| that there is no opposition to the original propo- 
| sition. I am opposed to the amendment, and asix 
| for a vote upon it. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. There was 


| 
| 





The gentleman has the 


| one suggestion made by the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania which | want.to understand. Did [ un- 
| derstand the gentleman to say that there was an 
| obligation on the part of the Government to in- 
| demnify these citizens for their losses? 
| Mr. GROW. Oh, no; this is not to indemnify 
| the citizens for losses, but to pay the ransoms 
| which had to be paid for these females who were 
| carried into Indian captivity. 1 now withdraw 
a 
| he amendment proposed by Mr. Puetrs, of 
| Minnesota, was agreed to. 
Mr. COBB. I have an amendment which I 
| desire to offer; but perhaps the Chair will rule it 
out of order. I have recommendations from the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
\) Of Public Lands urging the necessity of an appro- 
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See = . = | * Oe aE nay ee 
pe to run, mark, and establish the western || Now, Mr. Chairman, as this Congress, at the | the purpose of hearing what Brigham Young has 


voundary of the State of Minnesota. 
order, | will offeran amendment for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes it is 
not in order. 

Mr. GROW. I hope it will be put in by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. COBB. An indispensable necessity has | 
arisen for this appropriation. i 

The CHAIRMAN. If no objection be made, | 
of course the Chair will receive the amendment; | 
but if objection be made, the Chair must rule it | 
out of order. 

Mr. SEWARD. I object to it. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I move that the 
bill be laid aside to be reported to the House, with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the bill be laid || 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- || 
mendation that it do not pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania takes precedence. 

The motion of Mr. Jones was agreed to. 


VOLUNTEER REGIMENTS. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I now move to || 
take up the bill (No. 561) making appropriations | 
for three regiments of volunteers. | 

The motion was agreed to. | 

The first reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Mr. Chairman, || 
this is a bill making appropriauons for a service | 
which is familiar to the whole committee. On | 
the 7th of April, 1858, Congress passed a law 
providing for raising three regiments of volun- 
teers—one to protect the frontier of Texas, and || 
the other two to prosecute the war in Utah.° | 

Some time since—the precise date I do notnow | 
remember—the Executive of this nation, in the || 
discharge of his duty, deemed it proper and ex- 
pedient to nominate and appoint a Governor for 
the Territory of Utah. Brigham Young, the in- 
cumbent of: that office, who had occupied it for 
some six years, had outraged the sentiment of the || 
nation in sustaining, by the exercise of arbitrary 

ower, a combination of Church and State, until, 
in the opinion of the Executive, the time had ar- 
rived when he should appoint a civilian to that 
office who would not combine, or attempt to com- || 
bine, the fanaticism of a religious opinion with || 
the discharge of the civil duties of the Territory. || 
He soon received informationthat Brigham Young 
would not surrender his office, or recognize the | 
power of the Executive of the nation to appoint 
his successor. This created what may be prop- 
erly called a state of quast rebellion in that Terri- 
tory—a resistance to the laws and to the enforce- | 
ment of the laws. The President of the United | 
States having appointed his Governor, called out | 
a sufficient force to compel the people and the au- | 
thorities of Utah to recognize and receive him. | 
Information was received by the Government, in | 
en official communication, that the entire popu- | 
lation of the Territory of Utah was a unit, and | 

overned by religious fanaticism; that they were | 
duwrenined the President should not send a Gov- 
ernor into the Territory to preside over them, and 
were prepared to set the Government at defiance. | 

Now, sir, the Army of the United States being | 
small and scattered over a most extensive fron- | 
tier, every man being wanted at his post, the Pres- | 
ident found that he could not discharge his duty | 
as Commander-in-Chief of the Army, and could | 
not profitably enforce the laws in Utah, without | 
subjecting our-extensive frontier to inroads from | 
Indians, and the settlers there to the loss of life | 
and property. He a to Congress, at the | 
opening of the session, for an increase of the regu- | 
lar Army. In a message sent to Congress, he set | 
forth the object of it; thatthe frontier of the country | 
required every soldier to remain at his post, that | 
he ought not to detach one; that if the soldiers 








were gone from any particular post, the frontier | 
in that ieee would be left exposed to thé dep- 
redations of the Indians. Congress, in its wis- 
dom, thought proper, instead of increasing the 
regular Army, which the President recommended, 
and which, I think, they should have done, to au- 
thorize, as they did, by the law passed on the 7th 
of April, 1858, the President of the United States 
to raise one regiment of mounted volunteers to pro- | 
tect the frontier of Texas, and two regiments of | 
volunieers to be used in the Utah service, if, in the 
judgment of the President, they became necessary. 





| will be needed? 


| at the disposal of the President. 


are prepared to vote for supplies without the ne- | 
cessity of further explanation or delay. It is to | 


| be presumed that, for the purpose of calling out | 


these three regiments and putting them into ser- | 
vice, if the President of the United States shall 
deem it necessary, Congress will not hesitate to 


provide the money, to pay, clothe, and subsist | 


them, and this bill is for that simple purpose. 
The only question that can possibly arise, will be 
as to whether two of the regiments will be needed. 
I believe it is admitted on all hands that, in any 
event, the regiment for Texas will be wanted. But 
the question is, whether the other two regiments 
I have simply to say that, for 
the purpose of ascertaining that fact, I have kept 
the bill back till the very last moment, in order 
that if any information be received justifying the 
President in not calling out these regiments, the 
appropriation might be dispensed with. I am 
sorry to say that no such information has reached 


| here yet; nothing reliable going to show that os 
| may not be wanted. They may not be wanted; 


but there is nothing which will justify Congress 
im adjourning without putting the money at the 


disposal of the Executive, in case they are wanted. || 


I say that I have kept this bill back for the pur- 


wee of getting information; but no information | 


iaving reached me, I am obliged now, within a 
week of adjournment, to bring up this bill, which 
is the last appropriation bill, which is simply to 
pay for the regiments which Congress has placed 
It is very likely 
they may not be wanted; but it would not be safe 
for Congress to decline action on the subject. The 
very fact itself that Congress had declined, might 
be sufficient to prevent these difficulties from being 


_ brought to a close. 1 am authorized to say that, 
| if this money is appropriated, the President will 


not use it, unless it becomes absolutely necessary 


| to enforce the law. 


I wish now to give notice to the committee that 


|| as this is the last appropriation bill, and as I have 

| understood it is the wish of gentlemen to make 
| speeches upon other matters this evening, I pro- 
| pose to pass this bill, and, as soon as it is laid 


aside, to take up the loan bill, which is the last bill 
reported by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
on which we require the action of the House, and 


|| up an appropriation bill, and to that extent th 


If itis in | present session, passed this law, it 1s to be pre- || to say. From that time nothing has been heard 
/sumed they understand the whole subject, and 


from him. 

' Mr. COMINS. I wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means whether 
as soon as this bill is disposed of, he will not per- 
mit me to take up the light-house appropriation 
bill and dispose of it before the committee goes 
into general discussion. It will not require more 
than thirty minutes to dispose of it. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I have no objec- 


|, tion, if that is the wish of the committee. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish to know of 
the chairman whether appropriation bills must 
take precedence of all other bills on the Calendar? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say, jn 
_reply to the question of the gentleman from Vir. 
| ginia, that it is always in order to move to take 


_have precedence. od 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. All I desire is this. 
There are other bills on the Calendar, some of 
which there is great necessity for action upon 
which I believe are ahead of the appropriation 
| bills in their order, ard unless the appropriation 
bills, under the rule, have precedence, I do not 
see why those bills should be passed over, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Llinois. I hope that 
| by common consent the light-house bill will be 
taken up and disposed of this evening. 
|| Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. If that is the wij 
_of the committee, I am satisfied; but I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr., 

Comins,] who has charge of that bill, that as the 

committee is very thin,and he may perhaps break 
up the committee by pressing action upon that 
| bill, he had better not insist on it this evening, 

Mr. COMINS. I do not insist on it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise toa 
uestion of order. Here stands the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs for the pur- 
| pose of going on with the business regularly be- 
fore the House. Instead of bargaining what we 
' shall do, let us go on with the business before us, 
_ TheCHAIRMAN. The proposition was made 
| with a view to facilitate business. If there beno 
| objection, the Chair will consider that general 

debate on this bill is terminated. 


j 
| 


There was no objection. 
| Mr. QUITMAN. The Committee on Mili- 





| then to take a recess for the evening, for the pur- 


pose of general debate. 
RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to give 
notice to the committee, that at the very earliest 


moment I propose to bring up the bill for the im- | 


provement of harbors and rivers, and press it to a 
final vote. . 


VOLUNTEER BILL—AGAIN. 
Mr. SHAW, of North Carolina, obtained the 


floor. 


Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. I wish to know 


of the gentleman from North Carolina if he pro- || 


poses to speak upon this bill? 

Mr. SHAW, of North Carolina. I do not. 

Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Then I will suggest 
to the gentleman that he allow us to go through 
with this bill, 
loan bill, and I have no doubt that, by general con- 
sent, he will be allowed to have the floor upon 
that bill. [‘* Agreed.’’] 

Mr. SHAW, of North Carolina. With that 
understanding I will give way. 

Mr. GILMAN. I presume the chairman of 


the Committee of Ways and Means has official || 


information, and I would be very glad to know 
from him whether Governor Cummings has en- 
tered Salt Lake City unaccompanied by any mil- 
itary power? 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I have no inform- 
ation except what the gentleman himself has. 
There is no official evidence of the fact. 

Mr. GILMAN. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 
whether he believes Governor Cummings has en- 
tered Salt Lake City unaccompanied by military 

ower? 
' Mr. J.GLANCY JONES. Iam satisfied of 
this fact from unofficial evidence that Dr. Kane, 
without any official authority, went to Salt Lake 
City, and that Governor Cummings, in response 
to his invitation, did go there without escort, for 


I will then move to take up the | 


| tary Affairs have had this bill informally under 

| consideration, and have ascertained, in some in- 

| stances, that the appropriations in the bill may 

| be diminished. I believe that the Committee of 
Ways and Means are satisfied with the amend- 
ments proposed by the Committee on Military 

| Affairs. 

. a Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
ill: 

* For regular supplies of the quartermaster’s departinent 
—fuel, forage, straw, and stationery, $360,147 24.” 

Mr. QUITMAN. I move to strike out of that 

paragraph the words ** $360,147 24,” and insert 
‘in lieu thereof the words ** $240,098 16.” 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The act for the 
anne of this volunteer force provided for not 
| exceeding eighteen months’ service, and the esti- 
| mates sent to us were for that time. The Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means struck off six months. 
The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. Quitmay] 
| has attracted my attention to sundry amendments, 
| where this appropriation may still be reduced. I 
have compared views with him, and am satisfied 
| that his amendments are all right and proper. | 
| do not propose to discuss them seriatim. 


The amendment was adopted. 


|| For incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s depart- 

| ment—for blacksmiths’ and shoeing tools, horse and mule 

|| shoes and nails, iron and steel, horse medicines, picket 
, ropes, shoeing horses, and miscellaneous, $22,500.” 


| Mr. QUITMAN. I move to strike from that 
paragraph the words ‘* $22,500,’’ and in lieu 
| thereof to insert the words ‘* $17,000.” 

| The amendment was agreed to. 


“ For transportation of supplies, transportation of cloth- 
ing, camp and garrison cauipage, ordnance, subsistence, 
| Quartermasters’ and medical stores, for the purchase of 
mules, and the purchase and repair of wagons, and for the 
| hire of teamsters, $2,094,689 23.” 


| Mr. QUITMAN. 


|, 
} The amendment was agreed to. 
! “ For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, $224,443 (.” 











I move to strike from that 
ug raph the words: * $2,094,689 23,”’ and in 
reut 


ereof, to insert the words, ‘*$1,396,459 49.”’ 
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